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^peciarMeeting 
Notice  &  Agenda 

^Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 


REBECCA  EVANS 
PARIN  SHAH 
ROBERT  K.  WERBE 


Friday*,  January  14,  jOOj 
2-6  p.m. 

Conference  Room,  Department  of  the  Environment 
Suite  190, 1540  Market  Street**  San  Francisco,  California 


1.     Call  to  Order  &  Roll  Call. 


Adoption  of  Minutes  of  December  16, 1999 


ACTION 


I 


3. 

4. 
5. 

6. 

7. 


Draft  Marketing  Plan  for  Department  and  Commission 

by  Municipal  Fiscal  Advisory  Committee  (MFAG) 

Planning  for  future  Commission  meetings  and  agenda 
Implementation  of  Sustainability  Plan 


Other  Business 

Public  Comment 
Adjournment 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 

JAN  1  4  2XJ 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
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INFORMATION 
&  DISCUSSION 

DISCUSSION 

DISCUSSION 

INFORMATION 


*  Not  the  regular  meeting  date. 
**  Not  the  regular  meeting  location. 

***Not  a  regular  meeting. 

I 


1540  Market  Street,  Suite  160,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telephone  (415)  554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us 


ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 

Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

Public  Transportation 

The  closest  BART  station  serving  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1540  Market  Street,  is  the  Civic 
Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van  Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center. 

Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center,  four 
blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister,  #19  Polk, 
#21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to 
Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more 
information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142. 

There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  Market  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Franklin  Avenue 
and  Oak  Street. 

Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other  services  to 
aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public. 

Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's 
business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City 
operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force,  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.i.sf.ca.us. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
TASK  F0RCE.^>4dcfecy  by  Ord.  265-93,  App.  8/18/93;  amended  by  Ord.  292-95,  App.  9/8/95)  VIA 
Rachel  Arnstine  O'Hara,  Clerl<,  City  Hall,  Room  362,  #1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102-4683.  Office:  (415)  554-6171,  Fax:  554-6177, 
E-mail:  Rachel_ArnstineO'Hara@ci.sfca.us 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  are  available  to  the 
public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1540  Market  Street,  Suite  160,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the 
hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's  webpage: 

www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above 
address  or  at  telephone  number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  christopher_chow@ci.sf.ca.us  within  three 
business  days  of  a  meeting. 

3  1223  03473  5713 
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jCOMMISSION  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

'  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  S,AN  FRANCISCO 

RANDALL  HAYES,  PR£SIDENT 
SHELLEY  BRADFORD-BELL,  VICE  PRESIDENT 
THE  R£V  SALLY  G.  BiNGHAM 
PATRICIA  W.  CHANG 

^raft  Minutes 
%pecial  Meeting 
^Planning  &  Policy  Committee 

Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 

Friday,  January  14,  2000 

Call  to  Order  &  Roll  Call,  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  2: 15  p.m.  by  Chairperson  Evans.  Present  were 
Commissioners  Hayes  and  Shah,  Director  Vietor,  and  Secretary  Chow. 

Adoption  of  Minutes  of  December  16, 1999.  Upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Shah,  it  was  liananimously  adopted. 


REBECCA  EVANS 
PARIN  SHAH 

DOCOI^OTg'DEPT. 


MAR  1  ?  2000 
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Draft  Marketing  Plan  for  Department  and  Commission. 

The  Municipal  Fiscal  Advisory  Committee  (MFAC)  represented  by  Donna  Ficcartota,  Sandy  Stadtfeldt,  and  Amalia 
Freedraan  presented  tlieir  final  report  for  a  marketing  plan  for  the  Department  of  the  Environment.  A  thorough 
discussion  ensued  and  concluded  with  the  recommendation  that  this  plan  be  circulated  to  the  hew  public  information 
officer  and  other  members  of  the  Commission  for  their  recommendations.  The  committee  and  the  director  expressed 
dieir  appreciation  to  MFAC  for  its  work  and  dedication  to  the  project. 

Planning  for  future  Commission  meetings  and  agenda.  The  committee  recommended  that  the  next  three  meetings 
of  the  Commission  focus  on  solid  waste  and  the  state's  diversion  rate  mandate,  energy,  and  developing  an 
envu"onmcntal  report  card  for  the  city. 

Implementation  of  Sustainability  Plan.  Discussion  focused  on  distributing  copies  of  the  Systainability  Plan  to  as 
wide  as  possible  audience  in  the  city,  especially  to  the  libraries,  schools,  environmental  organizations,  and  on  using 
the  monthly  commission  meetings  to  highlight  and  track  implementation  developments  for  each  and  different  sections 
of  the  plan,  i.e.,  air  quality,  biodiversity,  municipal  expenditures  (what  City  departments  arc  spending  on 
environmental  programs  and  services),  etc.   The  committee  further  discussed  whether  an  environmental  report  card, 
or  a  state  of  the  environment  report,  or  an  update  of  the  1994  Environmental  State  of  the  City  Report,  or  some  other 
publication  would  fiilfill  the  Charter  mandate  for  an  annual  assessment  of  the  city's  environmental  condition. 

Other  Business. 

Public  Comment.  Members  of  the  public,  including  David  Graves  asked  whether  the  Commission  could  make  a 
recommendation  against  the  three-story  Butterfly  Discovery  Center  that  is  proposed  for  an  opfcn  space  on  the 
Embarcadero,  There  was  concern  that  the  period  and  scope  of  the  environmental  impact  review  underway  by  the 
Planning  Department  was  inadequate  and  insufficient. 

AdjournmenL  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  4:46  p.m. 
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X^OMMISSION  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

City  and  County  of^an  Francisco 


RANDAU.  HAYES,  PRESIDENT 

SHELLEY  BRADFORJ>BELL,  VICE  PRESIDENT 

The  Rev.  Sally  G.  Bingham 

PATRIQAW.  CHANG 


Rebecca  Evans 
Pawn  Shah 
Robert  K,  Werbe 


|IOTICE  OF  CANCELLATION 

OF 
MEETING 


The  regular  meeting  of  thEjPlanning  and  Policy  Committee  of  the 
Commission  on  the  Environment- 
scheduled  FOR  6  P.M.  Thurs_dax,Oanuary  27, 2000 

HAS  BEEK^CEUJji:::^ 
The  next  regular  meeting  of  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  Will  be 

Thursday,  March  23,  2000 

6  P.M. 

IN  Room  421 ,  City  Hall. 


Christopher  Chow 
Commission  Secretary 
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Commission  on  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  ^an  Francisco 


Randall  Hayes,  President 
Shelley  Bradford-Bell,  Vice  pijjesident 
The  rev.  Sally  G.  Bingham 
Patricia  w.  Chang 


Rebecca  Evans 
Pawn  shah 
Robert  K.  Werbe 


|40TICE  OF  CANCELLATION 

OF 
MEETING 


) 


The  regular  meeting  of  the^u^nning  and  Policy  Committee  of  the 
Commission  on  the  Environment^--^— -.^^^^ 

SCHEDULED  FOR  6  P.M.  THURSDAyj^lEBRUARY  24^^^ 

HAS  BEENcClj^lLLED^^ 
The  next  regular  meeting  of  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  will  be 

Thursday,  March  23, 2000 

6  P.M. 

in  Room  421 ,  City  Hall. 


Christopher  Chow 
Commission  Secretary 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RANDALL  HAYES.  PRESIDENT 

SHELLEY  BRADFORD-BELL.  VICE  PRESIDENT 

THE  REV.  SALLY  G.  BINGHAM 

PATRICIA  CHANG 


jviotice  &  Agenda 

Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 

Thursday,  ^arch  23,  2000 
6  p.m. 


Room  421,  City  Hall 


REBECCA  EVANS 
PARIN  SHAH 
ROBERT  K.  WERBE 


p^jc  tin/ 00 

DOCUMENTS  DEPT, 

MAR  2  0  2000 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 


Adoption  of  Minutes  of  January  14,  2000  Special  Planning  &  Policy 
Committee  Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  January  14,  2000  Special  Planning  & 
Policy  Committee  Meeting  (Attached) 

Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  001-00  Miller  Plastic  Beer  Bottle 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  001-00  Miller  Plastic  Beer  Bottle 
(Attached) 

Consideration  of  a  Resolution  about  Genetically  Engineered  Foods 

Explanatory  Documents:  City  of  Boston's  March  1 ,  2000  Resolution  Regarding 
Genetically  Engineered  Foods;  City  of  Santa  Cruz's  Resolution  Regarding 
Genetically  Modified  Foods  and  Supporting  Documents* 


ACTION 


ACTION 


DISCUSSION 


5.  Consideration  of  a  Resolution  Urging  Muni  to  Purchase  Alternatives  to  DISCUSSION 
Diesel 

Explanatory  Documents:  Natural  Resources  Defense  Council's  Dump  Dirty 
Diesel  Campaign;  Proposed  Urban  Transit  Bus  Fleet  Rule  Requirements  and 
Emission  Standards;  The  Truth  About  Alternative  Fuels:  Popular  Myths 
Dispelled  * 

6.  Public  Comment 
Adjournment 


1540  Market  Street,  Suite  160,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telephone  (415)  554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1540  Market 
Street,  Suite  160,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible, 
on  the  Commission's  webpage:  www.ci.sfca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at 
sraddha_mehta@ci.sf.ca.us  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

Please  note  that  the  Commission  will  consider  amending  its  bylaws  at  the  Commission  meeting 
scheduled  for  April.  The  bylaws  will  be  available  10  days  prior  to  the  meeting.  To  request  a  copy 
please  call  the  Commission  Secretary,  Sraddha  Mehta,  at  415-554-6392  or  e-mail 
sraddha_mehta@ci.sf  ca.us 


1540  Market  Straet,  Suite  160,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
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ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 

Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  arc 

environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemicarsTn^mI^^^^'^°"^  ""'^^  ^^^^^^  allergies, 
public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attenX'!^^    [^'^^^^  d'sabllities.  attendees  at 
based  products.  Please  help  the  Citv  arrnmrn  !  .""^^     sensitive  to  various  chemical- 
San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  LnsS^OrScel  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the 

Public  Transportation 

The  closest  BART  station  servina  Citv  H^w  of    n  ^ 

Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station  T^es  mL^m  ?  ^'^^^  ^^^^^^'y  Polk 

and  Civic  Center.  ^'^^^^t  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van  Ness  &  Market 

Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  nieeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair  Th.  . 

Civic  Center,  four  blocks  from  Citv  Ha  I  TIJ   .[he  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
#5  Fulton/McAlliste,  #19  Po7k.  #2'  Havef  2'^^^^^  T"^'  ''''  ^^^'"9  ^^'^  '°^^«on  a  e  the 
Ness/Mission.  #71  Haight/Non'ega  the  F '^f  to  M.^.  ^ess.  #49  Van 

stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  clvircint^r  c^' MUNI  Metro 
accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142  more  information  about  MUNI 

There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinitv  of  riu,  u 

adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  L  Vettani  Wo^'m"^^    ^''^'^  ^^'^^^^  P'^^^-  ^^d 

veterans  War  Memonal  complex. 

Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of  mini  itpc  c  ^ 

sen/ices  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearina-imDlrpHT.  f  ^T^^""^"^  equipment,  and  other 
calling  554-6390.  ""^  impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by 

The  Commission  on  the  Envfronmen/Hn^  '^^^^J^^^'^ination  , 

color,  creed,  ethnic  origin,  genderor  sexual  o  iS^'"^*^  °"  ^^^'^  of  disability,  race, 
and  access  to  its  programs  or  acti'v!?Ls  employment  or  in  the  admission 

''Tc'sTe'^^^^^^^^^  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

P^er  f  Of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  servp  tho  r^.,Ki:^ 

sen^e  the  publ.c,  reaching  its  decisions  in  fuil  view  of  the  pubiic 

Commissions,  boards,  councils  and  nth^r  o 

the  people's  business.  This  ord\4'nc^^^^^^^^^  ^'^^  ^^d  County  exist  to  conduct 

people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  [he  peopt 's  rev^^^^        conducted  before  the 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RlfiHTQ  1  iMn>=:o 

ORDINANCE  OR  TO  REPORT  A  VIOI  AT  hmT?.^.^  SUNSHINE 

SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE  rS^^^  CONTACT  THE 

amended  by  Ord  292-95,  App  9/8/95)    ^  ^PP-  3^'' 3/93; 
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COMMISSION  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RANDALL  HAYES.  PRESIDENT  REBECCA  EVANS 

SHELLEY  BRADFORD-BELL,  VICE  PRESIDENT  PARIN  SHAH 

THE  REV.  SALLY  G.  BINGHAM  ROBERT  K.  WERBE 

PATRICIA  W.  CHANG 

Draft  Minutes 
Special  Meeting 
Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 

Friday,  January  14,  2000 

1  Call  to  Order  &  Roll  Call.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  2:15  p.m.  by  Chairperson  Evans.  Present  were 
Commissioners  Hayes  and  Shah,  Director  Vietor,  and  Secretary  Chow. 

2  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  December  16,  1999.  Upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Shah,  it  was  uananimously  adopted. 

3  Draft  Marketing  Plan  for  Department  and  Commission. 

The  Municipal  Fiscal  Advisory  Committee  (MFAC)  represented  by  Donna  Ficcarrota,  Sandy  Stadtfeldt,  and  Amalia 
Freedman  presented  their  final  report  for  a  marketing  plan  for  the  Department  of  the  Environment.  A  thorough 
discussion  ensued  and  concluded  with  the  recommendation  that  this  plan  be  circulated  to  the  new  public  information 
officer  and  other  members  of  the  Comnaission  for  their  recommendations.  The  committee  and  the  director  expressed 
their  appreciation  to  MFAC  for  its  work  and  dedication  to  the  project. 

4  Planning  for  future  Commission  meetings  and  agenda.  The  committee  recommended  that  the  next  three  meetiD<'s 
of  the  Commission  focus  on  solid  waste  and  the  state's  diversion  rate  mandate,  energy,  and  developing  an 
environmental  report  card  for  the  city. 

5  Implementation  of  Sustainability  Plan.  Discussion  focused  on  distributing  copies  of  the  Sustainability  Plan  to  as 
wide  as  possible  audience  in  the  city,  especially  to  the  libraries,  schools,  environmental  organizations,  and  on  using 
the  monthly  commission  meetings  to  highlight  and  track  implementation  developments  for  each  and  different  sections 
of  the  plan,  i.e.,  air  quality,  biodiversity,  municipal  expenditures  (what  City  departments  are  spending  on 
environmental  programs  and  services),  etc.    The  committee  further  discussed  whether  an  environmental  report  card, 
or  a  state  of  the  environment  report,  or  an  update  of  the  1994  Environmental  State  of  the  City  Report,  or  some  other 
publication  would  fulfill  the  Charter  mandate  for  an  annual  assessment  of  the  city's  environmental  condition. 

6.        Other  Business. 

7         Public  Comment.  Members  of  the  public,  including  David  Graves  asked  whether  the  Commission  could  make  a 
'  '        recommendation  against  the  three-story  Butterfly  Discovery  Center  that  is  proposed  for  an  open  space  on  the 

Embarcadero.  There  was  concern  that  the  period  and  scope  of  the  environmental  impact  review  underway  by  the 
Planning  Department  was  inadequate  and  insufficient. 

Adjournment.  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  4:46  p.m. 
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www.ci.sf.ca. us/environment 
Telephone  (415)554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us 


( 


Draft  Resolution  No.  001-00 

MILLER  PLASTIC  BEER  BOTTLE  (3/2/00) 


WHEREAS,   State  Assembly  Bill  939  mandates  that  all  cities  and  counties  in  the 
State  of  California  are  charged  with  achieving  the  goals  of  reducing,  reusing 
and  recycling  50%  of  all  solid  waste  by  the  year  2000  or  face  possible  fines  of 
$10,000  per  day;  and, 

WHEREAS,   the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  has  made  great  strides  in 
implementing  citywide  recycling;  and, 

WHEREAS,   the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  saves  taxpayers  money  by  reducing 
trash  that  would  otherwise  go  to  landfills,  and  supports  programs  that  educate 
the  public  on  reducing  the  waste  stream;  and 

WHEREAS,   in  1992  plastics  occupied  more  than  20%  of  landfill  space  nationwide, 
and  plastics  now  occupy  more  than  a  quarter  of  landfill  space  nationwide;  and 

WHEREAS,   half  of  the  top  ten  most  toxic  chemicals  are  released  during  the 
production  of  plastics;  and 

WHEREAS,   the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  recycles  less  than  2%  of  the 
85  million  pounds  of  plastic  used  each  year;  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Miller  Brewing  Company  has  completed  test-marketing  a  new  plastic 
beer  bottle,   and  has  since  announced  the  first  large-scale  nation-wide 
distribution  of  beer  in  plastic  bottles  in  the  United  States;  and, 

WHEREAS,  while  the  plastic  bottle  design  has  the  ability  to  incorporate  25%-40% 
recycled  content.  Miller  has  not  incorporated  recycled  content  in  any  plastic 
bottles  used  in  the  test-markets  and  has  only  made  a  vague  commitment  to  use 
recycled  content  in  the  future;  and 

WHEREAS,  a  preliminary  evaluation  of  this  container  has  identified  a  number  of 
potential  adverse  impacts  on  PET  recycling  efforts  including  potential 
contaminants  to  the  recycling  stream;  and 

WHEREAS,  widespread  introduction  of  this  container  has  the  potential  to 
undermine  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco's  PET  recycling  infrastructure  by 
increasing  costs  for  curbside  programs,   recycling  centers  and  plastics 
processors  as  well  as  increasing  the  supply  and  not  the  market  for  post-consumer 
PET;  now,   therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
and  the  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  oppose  the  use  of 
plastic  beer  bottles  that  do  not  contain  at  least  25%  recycled  content  and  are 
not  designed  for  recycling;  and,   be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,   That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of  San  Francisco  to  call  upon  the  Miller  Brewing 
Company  to  present  a  plan  for  how  it  will  introduce  plastic  bottles  without 
creating  any  additional  cost  to  San  Francisco  recycling  programs  or  the  citizens 
of  San  Francisco;  and,   be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  direct  the 
San  Francisco  Solid  Waste  Management  Program  to  determine  how  much  the  Miller 
Beer  plastic  bottles  will  cost  the  City  and  County  of  San 

Francisco  and  its  taxpayers  and  present  the  Miller  Brewing  Company  with  a  bill 
to  recoup  costs  that  the  City  will  endure  as  a  result  of  Miller's  decision  to 
market  this  product;  and, 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  ban  the 
sale  or  distribution  of  plastic  beer  bottles  within  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  that  do  not  contain  at  least  25%  recycled  content  and  are  not  designed 
for  recycling. 
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Room  421,  City  Hall 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  6:10  p.m.  by  Chairperson  Evans.  Present  were  Commissioner  Shah,  Director 
Vietor,  Deputy  City  Attorney  Sandler,  and  Secretary  Mehta.  President  Hayes  was  excused. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  January  14,  2000  Special  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting  (ACTION) 

Upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Shah,  the  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted. 

3.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  002-00  Miller  Plastic  Beer  Bottle  (ACTION) 

The  resolution  was  introduced,  but  not  voted  upon.  After  considering  statements  from  David  Assmann  from  the 
Solid  Waste  Management  Program,  Mary  Hartzheim  of  Miller  Brewing  Co.,  and  Warwick  Hassan  of  Continental 
PET,  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  decided  to  change  the  resolution  to  target  all  companies  that  distribute 
plastic  beverage  containers,  rather  than  just  Miller  Brewing  Co.  There  was  a  discussion  on  whether  the  new 
resolution  would  go  to  the  full  Commission  in  April.  Laurie  Hansen  of  the  American  Plastics  Council  stated  that 
the  use  of  post-consumer  content  in  food  containers  is  a  liability  issue  for  manufacturers.  Ruth  Gravanis  requested 
that  the  resolution  include  language  about  labeling. 

4.  Consideration  of  a  Resolution  Urging  Muni  to  Purchase  Alternatives  to  Diesel  (DISCUSSION) 

After  considering  statements  from  Jim  Larson  and  Bill  Zellar  of  PG&E,  Chairperson  Evans  requested  that  the 
PG&E  representatives  draft  a  resolution  urging  Muni  to  purchase  alternative  fuel  vehicles,  rather  than  vehicles 
requiring  diesel.  The  resolution  would  also  urge  Muni  to  complete  its  CNG  pilot  project  and  submit  a  report  prior 
to  purchasing  additional  vehicles.  The  resolution  will  appear  on  the  non-consent  calendar  at  the  Commission 
meeting  in  April.  Muni  will  be  provided  with  an  advance  copy  of  the  resolution. 

5.  Public  Comment 

David  Graves  suggested  that  the  Commission  write  a  letter  to  the  heads  of  DPW,  Rec  &  Park,  and  PUC  urging  the 
departments  to  avoid  pruning  trees  during  bird  nesting  season.  Mr.  Graves  will  submit  a  draft  of  the  letter  to  the 
Commission  Secretary. 

6.  Consideration  of  a  Resolution  about  Genetically  Engineered  Foods  (DISCUSSION) 

This  item  was  deferred  until  after  the  public  comment  period.  Chairperson  Evans  suggested  that  additional  research 
about  the  subject  be  conducted  prior  to  the  consideration  of  a  resolution.  Commissioner  Shah  will  report  about  the 
subject  at  the  April  Plaiming  and  Policy  Meeting. 

Adjournment  -  Meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:50  p.m. 
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Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 


Adoption  of  Minutes  of  March  23,  2000  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  ACTION 
Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  March  23,  2000  Special  Planning  &  Policy 
Committee  Meeting  (Attached) 

Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  007-00-COE  Treasure  Island  Wetlands  ACTION 
Creation 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  007-00-COE  Treasure  Island 
Wetlands  Creation* 

Consideration  of  a  Resolution  No.  008-00-COE  Treasure  Island  and  Verba  ACTION 
Buena  Island  -  Sustainable  Development 

Explanatory  Documents:  Resolution  No.  008-00-COE  Treasure  Island  - 
Sustainable  Development* 

Consideration  of  a  Resolution  No.  009-00-COE  Endorsing  the  "Save  the  ACTION 
Quail"  Campaign 

Explanatory  Documents:  Resolution  No.  009-00-COE  Endorsing  the  "Save  the 
Quail  Campaign"  * 

Public  Comment 

Adjournment 

•  Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1540  Market  Street,  Suite 

160,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's 
webpage:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above 
address  or  telephone  number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  sraddha_mehta@ci.sf.ca.us  within  three  business  days 
of  a  meeting. 
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ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 


Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies, 
environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at 
public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical- 
based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the 
San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

Public  Transportation 

The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  (formerly  Polk 
Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van  Ness  &  Market 
and  Civic  Center. 

Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
Civic  Center,  four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the 
#5  Fulton/McAllister,  #19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van 
Ness/Mission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro 
stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI 
accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142. 

There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex. 

Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other 
services  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by 
calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrinnination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race, 
color,  creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission 
and  access  to  its  programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public. 

Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct 
the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the 
people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE 
ORDINANCE  OR  TO  REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE 
SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE-f/lofofed /)y  Orof.  265-93,  App.  8/18/93; 
amended  by  Ord.  292-95,  App.  9/8/95) 
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1  Draft  Resolution  No.  007-00-COE  April  27,  2000 

2  [Supporting  Treasure  Island  Wetlands  Creation] 
3 

4  SUPPORTING  THE  CREATION  OF  WETLANDS  ON  TREASURE  ISLAND  AND  URGING 

5  THE  INCORPORATION  OF  THE  WETLANDS  CREATION  CONCEPT  INTO  ANY 

6  REQUESTS  FOR  QUALIFICATIONS  FOR  A  MASTER  DEVELOPER,  THE 

7  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT/REPORT,  AND  REDEVELOPMENT  PLAN 

8  FOR  TREASURE  ISLAND  AND  YERBA  BUENA  ISLAND. 
9 

1 0  WHEREAS,  "The  Sustainability  Plan  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco,"  as  adopted  by  the  Board  of 

1 1  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  in  1997,  calls  for  preserving  and  restoring 

1 2  the  region's  biodiversity;  and, 
13 

1 4  WHEREAS,  Treasure  Island  was  constructed  of  fill,  reducing  the  surface  of  San 

1 5  Francisco  Bay  by  403  acres  and  displacing  a  large  area  of  benthic  and  aquatic  habitat;  and, 
16 

1 7  WHEREAS,  Treasure  Island's  stormwater  runoff  is  currently  discharged  to  the  Bay 

1 8  untreated,  contributing  to  the  pollution  of  the  Bay,  and  future  regulatory  requirements  may  no 

1 9  longer  permit  the  discharge  of  untreated  stormwater;  and, 
20 

21  WHEREAS,  Wetlands  are  proven  to  be  a  cost-effective  and  environmentally  beneficial 

22  method  of  treating  stormwater  and  wastewater;  and, 
23 

24  WHEREAS,  More  than  500  wetlands  in  Europe  and  more  than  200  in  North  America 

25  remove  pollutants  by  a  combination  of  physical,  chemical,  and  biological  processes  including 

26  filtration,  sedimentation,  adsorption,  volatilization,  microbial  decomposition,  precipitation,  and 

27  vegetative  uptake;  and. 
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Draft  Resolution  No.  007-00-COE 
Treasure  Island  Wetlands  Creation 
April  27,  2000 

1  WHEREAS,  Wetlands  not  only  provide  habitat  for  wildlife  but  also  attract  tourists, 

2  students,  and  recreational  users;  and, 
3 

4  WHEREAS,  Preliminary  studies  commissioned  specifically  by  Treasure  Island 

5  demonstrate  that  it  appears  feasible  and  desirable  to  site  both  treatment  wetlands  and  tidal 

6  wetlands  on  Treasure  Island;  and, 
7 

8  WHEREAS,  In  July,  1999,  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  and  the  San 

9  Francisco  City  Planning  Commission  endorsed  Preliminary  Plan  Guidelines  which  include: 

10  "Pursue  wetlands  as  a  means  of  treating  stormwater  runoff  and  "Maintain  and  improve  the 

1 1  quality  of  Treasure  Island's  natural  environment,  including,  to  the  extent  feasible,  the 

1 2  development  of  wetlands";  and, 
13 

1 4  WHEREAS,  Numerous  potential  funding  sources  for  wetlands  creation  and  management 

1 5  exist  which  might  not  otherwise  be  available  for  Treasure  Island;  and, 
16 

1 7  WHEREAS,  The  wetlands  system  would  serve  not  only  as  an  outdoor  classroom  for 

1 8  students  throughout  the  Bay  Area  but  also  as  a  major  recreational  and  educational  attraction  for 

1 9  the  general  public,  both  locally  and  internationally;  and, 
20 

21  WHEREAS,  The  creation  and  operation  of  a  wetlands  and  interpretive  center  will 

22  provide  job  training  and  employment  opportunities  in  a  variety  of  fields;  and, 
23 

24  WHEREAS,  Wildlife  watching  is  one  of  the  most  popular  and  quickly  growing  forms  of 

25  recreation  in  the  country;  and, 
26 
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Draft  Resolution  No.  007-00-COE 
Treasure  Island  Wetlands  Creation 
April  27,  2000 

1  WHEREAS,  Wetlands  on  Treasure  Island  would  serve  as  a  visitor  attraction,  consistent 

2  with  the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  Draft  Base  Reuse  Plan,  and  contribute  to  the  economic 

3  vitality  of  Treasure  Island  by  taking  advantage  of  the  growing  ecotourism  industry,  a  market 

4  largely  untapped  in  San  Francisco;  and, 
5 

6  WHEREAS,  Treatment  wetlands  would  provide  seasonal  wetland  values  essential  to 

7  migratory  shorebirds  and  waterfowl,  given  Treasure  Island's  position  on  the  Pacific  Flyway;  and, 
8 

9  WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  is  responsible  for  approving  the  Redevelopment 

1 0  Plan  for  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island;  now,  therefore,  be  it 
11 

1 2  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of  Supervisors 

1 3  and  the  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  support  the  creation  of  a  wetlands 

1 4  habitat  of  approximately  40  acres  on  Treasure  Island;  and,  be  it 
15 

1 6  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Treasure 

1 7  Island  Development  Authority  to  specify  a  wetlands  component  in  the  project  description  and 

1 8  request  information  regarding  the  respondents'  experience  and  expertise  in  wetland  design  and 

1 9  construction  in  the  Request  for  Qualifications  for  a  master  developer  or  developers;  and,  be  it 
20 

21  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  United 

22  States  Navy  and  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department  to  include  a  wetlands  component  of 

23  meaningful  size  and  function  in  at  least  one  alternative  in  the  Environmental  Impact 

24  Statement/Environmental  Impact  Report;  and,  be  it 
25 
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1  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  United 

2  States  Navy  to  clean  up  the  future  wetlands  site  to  standards  appropriate  for  wildlife  habitat;  and, 

3  be  it 
4 

5  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Treasure 

6  Island  Development  Authority  to  include  the  wetlands  concept  in  the  Draft  Redevelopment  Plan; 

7  and,  be  it 
8 

9  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  Board  of 

1 0  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  transmit  copies  of  this 

1 1  resolution  to  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority,  the  San  Francisco  Planning 

1 2  Department,  and  the  United  States  Navy  with  a  request  that  they  take  all  action  necessary  to 

1 3  achieve  the  objectives  of  this  resolution. 
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1  Draft  Resolution  No.  008-00-COE  April  27,  2000 

2  DRAFT  RESOLUTION  IN  SUPPORT  OF  MAKING  TREASURE  ISLANDA^RB A  BUENA 

3  ISLAND  A  MODEL  OF  SUSTAINABLE  DEVELOPMENT 
4 

5  WHEREAS,  the  former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island,  consisting  of  Treasure  Island  and  a 

6  portion  of  Yerba  Buena  Island,  is  soon  to  be  conveyed  to  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 

7  and, 
8 

9  WHEREAS,  the  redevelopment  of  Treasure  Island/Y erba  Buena  Island  presents  an  unparalleled 

1 0  opportunity  to  implement  the  goals  and  objectives  of  "The  Sustainability  Plan  for  the  City  of  San 

11  Francisco";  and 
12 

1 3  WHEREAS  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  has  resolved  to  create  a  Citizens' 

14  Advisory  Committee  to,  among  other  tasks,  "provide  recommendations  to  the  Authority 

1 5  concerning  the  final  reviews  and  implementation  of  the  Base  Reuse  Plan,  policies  and  objectives 

1 6  for  interim  uses,  and  other  matter  of  importance  to  the  future  of  Treasure  Island  and  all  citizens 

17  of  San  Francisco";  now,  therefore  be  it 
18 

1 9  RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Commission  on  the  Environment  supports  designating 

20  Treasure  IslandA^ erba  Buena  Island  a  model  of  sustainable  development;  and,  be  it 
21 

22  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Treasure  Island 

23  Development  Authority  and  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  to  declare  Treasure 

24  IslandA^ erba  Buena  Island  a  model  of  sustainable  development  and  to  include  the  goals  of  the 

25  Sustainability  Plan  in  all  RFPs,  RFQs,  contracts  and  leases  pertaining  to  Treasure  IslandA^ erba 

26  Buena  Island  and  to  incorporate  the  sustainability  goals  into  the  final  redevelopment  Plan  for 

27  Treasure  IslandAf  erba  Buena  Island;  and,  be  it 


Commission  on  the  Environment  - 1  - 


Draft  Resolution  No.  008-00-COE 
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1 

2  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Treasure  Island 

3  Development  Authority  to  incorporate  into  its  RFQ  for  a  master  developer  or  developers  a 

4  requirement  that  the  guidelines  mentioned  in  the  attached  document  entitled  "Sustainable 

5  Development  Practices"  be  followed  to  the  fullest  extent  possible  on  Treasure  IslandA?" erba 

6  Buena  Island;  and,  be  it 
7 

8  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Treasure  Island 

9  Development  Authority  to  defer  the  issuance  of  an  RFQ  for  a  master  developer  or  developers 

10  until  after  the  Treasure  Island  Citizens'  Advisory  Committee  has  been  seated  and  has  reviewed 

1 1  and  commented  on  the  Draft  RFQ. 
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Attachment  for  Draft  Resolution  No.  008-00-COE 
Sustainable  Development  Practices 
April  27,  2000 

ATTACHMENT:  Sustainable  Development  Practices 
Energy  and  Resource  Conservation 

•  Implement  the  City's  Resource-efficient  Buildings  Program 

•  Practice  deconstruction  as  opposed  to  demolition 

•  Implement  state-of-the-art  solid  waste  management,  including  composting  and  source 
separation  of  all  recyclables 

•  Insist  that  the  hotels  and  Bed  &Breakfasts  all  be  "green  operations" 

•  Develop  renewable  energy  sources  such  as  solar  and  wind  power 

Water  Treatment 

•  Cease  discharging  untreated  stormwater  runoff  into  the  Bay 

•  Construct  wetlands  to  treat  stormwater  runoff  (and  possibly  wastewater  effluent  as  well) 

•  Create  a  model  for  decentralized,  separated,  innovative,  environmentally  sound  water 
treatment  (possibly  as  part  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission's  SOFT  process) 

Environmentally  Sound  Landscaping 

•  Incorporate  Integrated  Pest  Management  practices 

•  Select  water  conserving  and  wildlife  serving  plant  materials 

Transit  First 

•  Maximize  use  of  ferries,  water  taxis,  and  Muni  for  transportation  to  and  fi-om  the  islands 

•  Create  a  station  stop  on  YBI  for  the  Bay  Bridge  rail  line 

•  Facilitate  transporting  bikes  on  ferries  and  trains,  and  provide  firee  or  low-cost  bike  rentals  at 
rail  station  and  ferry  terminals 

•  Provide  ADA-compliant  shuttles  (electric,  PV  or  CNG-powered) 

•  Minimize  the  use  of  the  private  automobile  and  give  serious  consideration  to  providing  a  car- 
fi-ee  experience  on  Treasure  Island 

Biodiversity 

•  Create  a  tidal  salt  marsh  on  Treasure  Island  for  wildlife  habitat 

•  Protect  and  enhance  the  natural  resource  areas  on  Yerba  Buena  Island,  and  promote  them  as 
visitor  attractions 

Environmental  Education 

•  Construct  (or  reuse  an  existing  building  for)  an  interpretive  center  to  serve  the  Treasure 
Island  Elementary  School  and  the  Life  Learning  Academy  as  well  as  urban  youth  from  both 
sides  of  the  Bay  on  school  field  trips,  using  ferry  transportation 

•  Provide  interpretive  facilities  and  programs  for  all  ages 

Cleanup  of  Toxics 

•  Demand  thorough  cleanup  (to  standards  that  allow  for  wildlife  habitat  creation  and  children's 
playgrounds)  of  soil  and  groundwater  contamination,  funded  by  the  Department  of  Defense 

Employment 
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Attachment  for  Draft  Resolution  No.  008-00-COE 
Sustainable  Development  Practices 
April  27.  2000 

•  Provide  job  training  and  employment  (for  the  Treasure  Island  Homeless  Development 
Initiative,  Delancey  Street's  Life  Learning  Academy  and  Job  Corps  participants)  in 
environmentally  beneficial  fields  such  as  solid  waste  management,  ecological  restoration  and 
habitat  creation,  organic  agriculture,  environmental  interpretation,  building  construction, 
maintenance,  management,  etc. 

Parks  and  Recreation 

•  Dedicate  sufficient  acreage  to  open  space  to  serve  the  needs  of  the 

residents  as  well  as  visitors 

•  Provide  a  diversity  of  open  space  experiences,  on  a  spectrum  from  quiet  wildlife  observation 
to  active  sports 

•  Incorporate  the  natural  areas  on  Yerba  Buena  Island  into  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department's  Natural  Areas  Program 

•  Provide  appropriate  recreational  programming  for  all  ages 

Connections  to  San  Francisco  Bay 

•  Reserve  the  shoreline  for  uses  that  cannot  go  elsewhere 

•  Help  compensate  for  the  historic  losses  (90-95%)  of  the  Bay's  wetlands 

•  Celebrate  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island's  location  on  the  Bay  by  acknowledging 
the  Pacific  Flyway,  maximizing  view  corridors  to  the  water,  promoting  arrival  by  water,  etc. 

Revenue  Generation 

•  Take  advantage  of  the  growing  market  for  eco-tourism 

•  Create  a  wetlands  system  and  interpretive  facilities  to  serve  as  a  visitor  attraction  for  all  ages 
and  income  groups  (local  and  international),  supporting  commercial  uses  such  as  restaurants, 
lodging,  visitor  center,  etc.  (Studies  document  the  economic  benefits  of  providing  wildlife 
observation  opportunities,  one  of  the  most  popular,  and  fast-growing  forms  of  recreation.) 

•  Establish  a  "sustainability  center"  that  includes:  a  university  where  the  public  (both  local  and 
international)  can  learn  about  state-of-the-art  technologies  and  products;  a  fair  with 
interactive  exhibits  where  manufacturers  can  showcase  and  market  their  wares;  a  staging  area 
for  tours  of  the  islands'  sustainability  features;  a  resource  for  guaranteeing  the 
implementation  of  the  latest  innovative  technologies  and  best  management  practices;  and  a 
focal  point  for  an  ecological  stewardship  program 

•  Include  a  variety  of  environmentally  sound  business  enterprises  (sailboat  and  kayak  rentals, 
cafes,  bed  &  breakfasts,  conference  centers,  etc.) 

The  Public  Trust 

•  Respect  the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  the  Public  Trust  Doctrine  as  it  applies  to  Treasure  Island 
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Draft  Resolution  No.  009-00-COE 
"Save  the  Quail" 
April  27,  2000 

1  Draft  Resolution  No.  009-00-COE  April  27,  2000 

2  ENDORSING  THE  "SAVE  THE  QUAIL"  CAMPAIGN 
3 

4  WHEREAS,  The  California  Quail  (Callipepla  califomica)  is  the  official  state  bird  of  California; 

5  and, 
6 

7  WHEREAS,  The  quail  is  native  to  San  Francisco,  its  current  population  being  descended  from 

8  the  quail  that  were  here  before  European  contact;  and, 
9 

1 0  WHEREAS,  The  California  Quail  is  significant  to  our  cultural  history  as  well  as  our  natural 

1 1  heritage,  as  quail  were  an  important  food  source  to  the  Ohlone  people  and  to  the  early  settlers; 

12  and, 
13 

14  WHEREAS,  Recent  quail  counts  in  parks  across  San  Francisco  reveal  a  major  city-wide  decline 

1 5  over  the  past  150  years;  and, 
16 

1 7  WHEREAS,  In  Golden  Gate  Park  there  has  been  a  fifty  percent  decline  in  the  quail  population 

1 8  since  1998  and  a  drop  in  numbers  from  1500  birds  in  1900  to  12  birds  in  February  2000;  and, 
19 

20  WHEREAS,  Quail  no  longer  reside  at  Lincoln  Park,  Lake  Merced  and  Harding  Park,  Stem 

21  Grove  and  Pine  Lake  Park,  and  presumably  other  areas,  where  they  were  once  numerous;  and, 
22 

23  WHEREAS,  The  Califonia  quail  is  in  danger  of  being  extirpated  from  San  Francisco  County  due 

24  to  continued  loss  of  habitat  and  the  introduction  of  invasive  non-native  species;  and, 
25 

26  WHEREAS,  The  Sustainability  Plan  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco  emphasizes  that  protecting  our 

27  city's  biodiversity  is  essential  to  the  ecological  health  of  the  ecosystems  found  here;  and, 
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Draft  Resolution  No.  009-00-COE 
"Save  the  Quail" 
April  27,  2000 

1  WHEREAS,  the  Golden  Gate  Audubon  Society  has  developed  a  program  called  the  "Save  the 

2  Quail  Campaign"  to  increase  quail  populations  in  appropriate  open  spaces  throughout  the  City 

3  through  hands-on  habitat  enhancement  stewardship  for  residents  of  all  ages  and  cultures;  now, 

4  therefore  be  it 
5 

6  RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Commission  on  the  Environment  endorses  the  "Save  the 

7  Quail  Campaign";  and,  be  it 
8 

9  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 

1 0  Supervisors  to  designate  the  California  Quail  as  the  Official  Bird  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 

1 1  Francisco;  and,  be  it 
12 

1 3  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Recreation  and 

1 4  Park  Department,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to 

1 5  give  the  utmost  cooperation  and  support  to  the  Save  the  Quail  Campaign;  and,  be  it 
16 

1 7  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Recreation  and 

1 8  Park  Department  to  allocate  sufficient  funds  to  the  Significant  Natural  Resource  Areas 

1 9  Management  Program  for  the  development  and  implementation  of  a  quail  recovery  and 

20  management  plan. 


Commission  on  the  Environment  -  2  - 


05/01/2800    10:39  4155546393 


SF  ENVIRONMENT  DEPT 


,(:OMMISSION  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


R-WDA'-i,  HAYBS,  President 
Shelley  bradford-bell.  Vice  President 
THE  !^'.  Sally  G.  Bingham 
Patricia  W  Chang 


PAGE  02/02 


RBBECCA  EVANS 

Parin  Shah 

ROBERT  K.  WerbE 


NOTICE  OF  CANCELLATION 

OF 
MEETING 


The  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  of  the 
Commission  ON  the  Environment 

SCHEDULED  FOR  6:00  P.M.  THURSDAY,  APRIL  27,  2000 


WAS  ^ancelleS)due  to  lack  of  a  quorum. 
The  next  regular  meeting  of  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  will  be 


Thursday,  May  25, 2000 

6:00  P.M. 
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COMMISSION  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RANDALL  HAYES,  PRESIDENT 

SHELLEY  BRADFORD-BELL,  VICE  PRESIDENT 

THE  REV.  SALLY  G.  BINGHAM 

PATRICIA  CHANG 


REBECCA  EVANS 
PARIN  SHAH 
ROBERT  K.  WERBE 


1. 

2. 


Notice  &  Agenda 

Special  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting* 

Rebecca  Evans,  Chair         p,^^. v^/"'' 

DOCUMEMTS  DEPT 

Tuesday,  June  20,  2000 


6  p.m. 

Room  421,  City  Hall 


m  I  2  21^3 

SAN  FRANCISCC 
PUBLIC  LIBRARv 


Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 


Adoption  of  Minutes  of  March  23,  2000  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  ACTION 
Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  March  23,  2000  Special  Planning  &  Policy 
Committee  Meeting** 

Consideration  of  a  Resolution  No.  008-00-COE  Treasure  Island  and  Verba  ACTION 
Buena  Island  -  Sustainable  Development 

Explanatory  Documents:  Resolution  No.  008-00-COE  Treasure  Island  - 
Sustainable  Development** 

Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  011-00-COE  Plastic  Beverage  Containers  ACTION 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  011-00-COE  Plastic  Beverage 
Containers** 

Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  012-00-COE  Genetically  Modified  Foods  ACTION 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  012-00-COE  Genetically  Modified 
Foods** 

Public  Comment 
Adjournment 

*  Note:  not  the  regular  meeting  day.  Regular  meetings  are  on  the  4^  Thursday  of  every  month.  Please  note, 

however,  that  the  July  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  meeting  will  be  on  July  26*  at  6:00  p.m.  in  Room  421  of 
City  Hall. 

**         Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1540  Market  Street,  Suite 
160,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's 
webpage:  www.ci.sfca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above 
address  or  telephone  number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  sraddha_mehta@ci.sf  ca.us  within  three  business  days 
of  a  meeting.   
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ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 


Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  witli  severe  allergies, 
environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at 
public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical- 
based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the 
San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

Public  Transportation 

The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  (formerly  Polk 
Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van  Ness  &  Market 
and  Civic  Center. 

Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
Civic  Center,  four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the 
#5  FuIton/McAIIister,  #19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van 
Ness/Mission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro 
stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI 
accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142. 

There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex. 

Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other 
services  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by 
calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race, 
color,  creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission 
and  access  to  its  programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public. 

Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct 
the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the 
people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE 
ORDINANCE  OR  TO  REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE 
SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE.(Added  by  Ord.  265-93,  App.  8/18/93; 
amended  by  Ord.  292-95,  App.  9/8/95) 
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JVIInutes 

Special  planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting* 
^     Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 

Tuesday ,.^ne  20,  2000 
6  p.m. 

Room  421,  City  Hall 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  6:05  p.m.  by  Chairperson  Evans. 
Present  were  Commissioner  Shah,  Evans  and  President  Hayes. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  March  23,  2000  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting  ACTION 

The  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  upon  motion  by  President  Hayes. 

3.  Consideration  of  a  Resolution  No.  008-00-COE  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  -  ACTION 
Sustainable  Development 

The  Committee  did  not  act  on  the  resolution.  Stephen  Proud  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority  (TIDA)  and  Executive  Director  Victor  will  meet  at  a  future  date  to  identify  a  few 
sustainability  goals  for  the  developers  of  Treasure  Island.  Mr.  Proud  armounced  that  TIDA  would  soon 
be  issuing  its  RFQ  for  the  primary  developer. 

4.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  01 1-00-COE  Plastic  Beverage  Containers  ACTION 

The  resolution  was  amended  at  the  meeting:  Lines  15-24  on  p.l  and  Lines  2-4  on  p. 2  regarding  human 
health  were  omitted.  The  title  was  changed  to  reflect  these  omissions.  The  amended  resolution  was 
imanimously  adopted. 
Public  Comments: 

•  Lance  Hastings  of  Grocery  Manufacturers  of  America  stated  that  the  Commission  should  delay 
adopting  the  resolution  until  additional  data  is  available  on  plastic  recycling  subsequent  to  the 
expansion  of  the  Bottle  Bill. 

•  Laurie  Hansen  of  the  American  Plastic  Council  stated  that  the  resolution  would  result  in  a  system 
where  bottles  would  be  recycled  and  only  made  into  bottles  again.  Ms.  Hansen  stated  that  this 
"closed  loop"  system  would  shut  down  markets  for  carpets  made  from  recycled  plastic,  as  well  as 
other  items.  Ms.  Hansen  also  expressed  concem  that  the  source  documents  for  the  resolution  were 
outdated. 

•  Luke  Schmidt  of  Napcor  stated  that  recycled  PET  could  be  made  into  several  items  other  than 
bottles.  He  expressed  concem  that  the  demand  for  postconsumer  PET  is  much  greater  than  the 
supply. 

•  David  Assmann  of  the  Solid  Waste  Management  Program  stated  that  a  "closed  loop"  system  is 
preferred  because  it  considers  the  entire  life  cycle  of  the  use  of  plastics.  It  allows  plastics  to  be 
used  over  and  over,  whereas  after  plastics  are  converted  into  carpet  they  may  not  be  reused. 
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5.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  012-00-COE  Genetically  Modified  Foods  ACTION 

The  resolution  was  amended  to  state  that  federal  agencies  regulating  food  products  should  declare  a 
moratorium  on  genetically  engineered  foods  until  they  are  "proven  safe",  rather  than  "deemed  safe." 
The  amended  resolution  was  adopted  unanimously  by  the  Committee. 
Public  Comments: 

•  Simon  Harris  of  the  Organic  Consumers  Association  stated  that  FDA  does  not  require  pre-market 
safety  testing  of  genetically  engineered  foods.  He  expressed  his  concern  that  government  agencies 
are  not  looking  out  for  consumers. 

•  Ruth  Gravanis  stated  that  Line  1 1  on  p.3  does  not  clearly  state  by  whom  g.e.  materials  should  be 
"deemed  safe."  Ms.  Gravanis  also  stated  that  educational  materials  should  be  distributed  to 
consumers,  as  well  as  grocers. 

•  Charles  Margulis  expressed  his  support  for  the  Commission's  resolution.  He  discussed  the  health 
and  environmental  risks  associated  with  g.e.  foods. 

•  Lance  Hastings  of  Grocery  Manufacturers  of  America  recommended  that  the  Planning  and  Policy 
Committee  include  a  definition  of  "organic  foods"  in  the  resolution. 

6.  Public  Comment  There  were  no  public  comments  at  this  time. 
Adjournment  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  8: 17  p.m. 

*  Note:  not  the  regular  meeting  day.  Regular  meetings  are  on  the  4'*'  Thursday  of  every  month.  Please  note, 

however,  that  the  July  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  meeting  will  be  on  July  26*  at  6:00  p.m.  in  Room  421  of 
City  Hall. 
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Resolution  No.  008-00-COE  August  2 1 ,  2000 

(Treasure  Island  Sustainability) 

URGING  SUSTAINABLE  DEVELOPMENT  ON  TREASURE  ISLAND 


WHEREAS,  the  former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island,  consisting  of  Treasure  Island  and 
a  portion  of  Yerba  Buena  Island,  is  soon  to  be  conveyed  to  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco;  and, 

WHEREAS,  the  redevelopment  of  Treasure  IslandAi" erba  Buena  Island  presents  an 
unparalleled  opportunity  to  implement  the  goals  and  objectives  of  "The  Sustainability 
Plan  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco";  and, 

WHEREAS,  the  "Naval  Treasure  Island  Draft  Reuse  Plan"  will  be  used  as  a  guide  that 
identifies  certain  goals  and  objectives  for  the  redevelopment  of  Treasure  Island  and 
incorporates  some  of  the  concepts  addressed  in  the  "Sustainability  Plan  for  the  City  of 
San  Francisco";  and. 


WHEREAS,  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  and  the  Department  of  the 
Environment  have  established  programs  and  priorities  in  the  areas  of  Resource  Efficient 
Building,  Clean  Air,  Integrated  Pest  Management,  and  Public  Education  and  Outreach; 
and,  , 

WHEREAS,  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  adopted  resolutions  supporting  the  creation  of  wetlands 
on  Treasure  Island  in  order  to  mitigate  and  control  wastewater  entering  the  Bay;  now, 
therefore  be  it  DOCUMENTS  DEPT, 

AUG  3  1  2000 

Commission  on  ttie  Environment  1  SAN  FRANCISCO 

PUBLiC  LIBRARY 


RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority  to  work  with  the  Department  of  the  Environment  to  develop  the 
Evaluation  Criteria  and  Scoring  System  for  the  Request  For  Proposals  (RFP)  for  the 
primary  developer;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  to  integrate  specific  environmental  topics 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  air  quality,  water  quality,  biodiversity,  renewable  energy, 
and  resource  conservation  into  the  Request  for  Proposals,  the  Redevelopment  Plan,  and 
any  other  guiding  or  binding  documents;  and  to  actively  encourage  the  implementation  of 
the  Resource-Efficient  Buildings  Ordinance,  the  Integrated  Pest  Management  Program 
and  the  Clean  Air  Program. 

/  hereby  certify  that  this  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  at  its  regular 
meeting  on  August  21,  2000. 


Sraddha  Mehta 
Commission  Secretary 


VOTE: 


Ayes: 
Noes: 
Absent 


Commissioners  Bradford-Bell,  Evans,  Hayes,  and  Shah. 
None. 

Commissioners  Werbe,  Bingham,  and  Chang. 
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.^COMMISSION  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RANDALL  HAYES,  PRESIDENT 

SHELLEY  BRADFORD-BELL,  VICE  PRESIDENT 

THE  REV.  SALLY  G.  BINGHAM 

PATRICIA  CHANG 


REBECCA  EVANS 
PARIN  SHAH 
ROBERT  K.  WERBE 


Notice  &  Agenda 

Special  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting' 
^     Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 

Wednesday,  ^uly  26,  2000 
6  p.m. 

Room  421,  City  Hall 


Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 

JUL  2  0  2000 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Adoption  of  Minutes  of  June  20,  2000  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  June  20,  2000  Special  Planning  &  Policy 
Committee  Meeting** 

Consideration  of  a  Resolution  No.  008-00-COE  Treasure  Island  and  Verba 
Buena  Island  -  Sustainable  Development 

Explanatory  Documents:  Resolution  No.  008-00-COE  Treasure  Island  - 
Sustainable  Development** 

Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  013-00-COE  Clean  Ferry  System 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  013-00-COE  Clean  Ferry  System** 


ACTION 


ACTION 


ACTION 


5.     Public  Comment 
Adjournment 

*  Note:  not  the  regular  meeting  day.  Regular  meetings  are  on  the  4'*^  Thursday  of  every  month. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1540  Market  Street,  Suite 
160,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's 
webpage:  www.ci.sfca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above 
address  or  telephone  number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  sraddha_mehta@ci.sf  ca.us  within  three  business  days 
of  a  meeting. 


1540  Market  Street,  Suite  160,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telephione  (415)554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us 


ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 


Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies, 
environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at 
public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical- 
based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the 
San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

Public  Transportation 

The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  (formerly  Polk 
Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van  Ness  &  Market 
and  Civic  Center. 

Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
Civic  Center,  four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the 
#5  Fulton/McAllister,  #19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van 
Ness/Mission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro 
stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI 
accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142, 

There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex. 

Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other 
services  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by 
calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race, 
color,  creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission 
and  access  to  its  programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public. 

Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct 
the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the 
people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE 
ORDINANCE  OR  TO  REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE 
SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE.(Added  by  Ord.  265-93,  App.  8/18/93; 
amended  by  Ord.  292-95,  App.  9/8/95) 


1540  Market  Street,  Suite  160,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Teleplione  (415)  554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us 


Please  note  that  the  Department  of  the 
Environment/  Commission  on  the  Environment 
will  be  moving  to  a  new  location.  The  phone 
numbers  for  department  staff  will  remain  the 
same,  however.  Starting  August  1,  2000,  please 
direct  all  mail  to: 

Department  of  the  Environment 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Due  to  the  office  move,  the  Department  of  the 
Environment  will  be  closed  on  Friday,  July  28. 

Thank  you. 
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RANDALL  HAYES,  PRESIDENT  REBECCA  EVANS 

SHELLEY  BRADFORD-BELL,  VICE  PRESIDENT  PARIN  SHAH 

THE  REV.  SALLY  G.  BINGHAM  ROBERT  K.  WERBE 
PATRICIA  CHANG 


^Minutes 

Special  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting*p.^ 

Rebecca  Evans,  Chair  ^'-^OUMENTS  DEPT. 

Wednesday^July  26,  2000  AUG  2  \  2000 

6  p.m. 

SAN  FRANC/SCO 

Room  421 ,  City  Hall  ^^mo  library 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  6:09  p.m.  by  Chairperson  Evans. 
Present  were  Commissioner  Shah,  Evans  and  President  Hayes. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  June  20,2000  Special  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting  ACTION 

The  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  upon  motion  by  President  Hayes. 

3.  Consideration  of  a  Resolution  No.  008-00-COE  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  -  ACTION 
Sustainable  Development 

Stephen  Proud  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (TIDA)  stated  that  TIDA  incorporated 
several  recommendations  made  by  the  Department  of  the  Environment  into  the  RFQ  for  the  developers 
of  Treasure  Island.  He  also  expressed  his  support  for  the  resolution  and  stated  that  he  encourages  the 
Department  of  the  Environment  to  attend  TIDA  meetings  and  be  involved  in  the  discussions  aroimd  the 
RFP  and  development.  The  Committee  unanimously  adopted  the  resolution. 
Public  Comments: 

•  Karen  Pierce  stated  that  the  resolution  didn't  specifically  address  public  transportation  and 
methods  to  discourage  people  from  driving  (i.e.  decreasing  the  number  of  parking  spaces). 
Executive  Director  Victor  replied  by  stating  that  the  Clean  Air  Program,  which  is  mentioned  in  the 
resolution,  covers  these  issues.  Mr.  Proud  added  that  Treasure  Island's  Draft  Reuse  Plan  also 
addresses  these  issues. 

•  Ruth  Gravanis  expressed  her  view  that  Treasure  Island  should  be  a  car-free  island.  She  also  stated 
that  the  last  resolved  clause  could  be  strengthened  by  adding  that  developers  are  urged  to  comply 
with  City  ordinances  or  resolutions  (i.e.  the  REB  Ordinance  and  the  IPM  Ordinance). 


1540  Market  Street,  Suite  160,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
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4.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  013-00-COE  Clean  Ferry  System  ACTION 

Executive  Director  Victor  explained  that  this  resolution  is  an  extension  of  the  Muni  Diesel  resolution. 
She  stated  that  EPA  proposed  new  stringent  diesel  standards.  The  Committee  did  not  act  on  this  item 
due  to  the  insufficient  amount  of  time  allotted  for  community  input  on  the  resolution. 
Public  Comments: 

•  Russell  Long  of  Bluewater  Network  stated  that  he  supports  the  resolution.  He  stated  that  other 
countries  have  successfully  utilized  altemative  fuel  technology  for  ferries  and  expressed  his  view 
that  this  technology  should  be  utilized  in  San  Francisco  Bay.  He  also  expressed  his  view  that  the 
Water  Transit  Authority  needs  to  fomi  a  committee  to  address  environmental  issues. 

•  Marina  Secchitano  of  the  Inlandboatmen's  Union  of  the  Pacific  and  the  Water  Transit  Authority 
stated  that  the  Authority  would  have  a  technical  advisory  committee  to  address  environmental 
issues.  She  stated  that  she  does  not  support  the  resolution. 

•  Bobby  Winston  expressed  his  view  that  the  resolution  is  premature  and  that  it  needs  a  few  changes. 
He  recommended  that  the  Commission  table  it. 

•  Kevin  Shanahan  of  Cummins  West,  Inc.  provided  a  written  statement  to  the  Commission.  Mr. 
Shanahan  expressed  his  view  that  the  resolution  exhibits  a  "command  and  control"  approach  rather 
than  a  "collaborative"  approach  by  the  industry,  government  agencies,  and  environmental  groups. 
He  urged  the  Commissioners  to  vote  against  the  resolution. 

•  Karen  Pierce  expressed  her  support  for  a  "no  diesel"  policy.  She  urged  the  Commission  to  move 
forward  on  phasing  out  diesel. 

•  Ian  Austin  stated  that  GGNRA  would  like  to  propose  amendments  to  the  resolution.  Mr.  Austin 
recommended  that  the  Commission  avoid  stating  names  of  corporations  in  the  resolution.  He  also 
stated  that  imposing  stricter  diesel  standards  (i.e.  "clean  diesel")  would  reduce  emissions. 

•  Dave  Clark  expressed  his  view  that  the  resolution  sends  a  negative  message  to  the  public.  He 
stated  that  there  is  a  safety  risk  with  using  CNG  on  ferries.  He  also  stated  that  there  is  no  health 
risk  associated  with  using  diesel  on  ferries. 

•  Tom  Cummins  expressed  support  for  the  resolution,  but  recommended  that  the  Commission  target 
all  marine  vessels,  including  boats,  ships,  and  ferries.  Mr.  Cummins  also  read  a  statement  from 
Blue  &  Gold  fleet  requesting  that  the  Commission  amend  the  resolution. 

•  Veronica  Sanchez  from  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  expressed  her  view  that  the  resolution  would 
deter  people  firom  riding  ferries.  She  also  stated  that  the  Water  Transit  Authority  has  already  been 
mandated  to  work  on  environmental  issues,  so  creating  another  group  to  work  on  these  issues 
would  result  in  duplicative  efforts. 

•  David  Graves  stated  that  the  resolution  doesn't  mandate  anything  and  that  mentioning  specific 
companies  in  the  resolution  is  acceptable  because  it  illustrates  successes. 

•  Ruth  Gravanis  expressed  her  view  that  the  resolution  should  not  make  it  sound  like  the  addition  of 
120  ferries  to  the  ferry  system  is  necessary. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  stated  that  as  resources  must  still  be  extracted  to  obtain  natural  gas,  CNG  and 
LNG  may  not  be  the  most  environmental  altemative  fuel. 

•  Commissioner  Shah  expressed  his  view  that  the  industry  should  work  with  environmentalists  to 
incorporate  environmental  views  in  planning. 

5.  Public  Comment 

•  David  Graves  recommended  that  the  Commission/Department  of  the  Environment  sponsor  a 
biodiversity  forum.  He  also  stated  that  the  removal  of  some  non-native  species  is  causing  a  decline 
in  butterfly  habitat.  He  expressed  his  view  that  the  City  should  be  more  selective  about  habitat 
preservation  and  look  at  impacts  on  the  entire  ecosystem  when  removing  exotic  species. 

Adjournment  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:48  p.m. 

*  Note:  not  the  regular  meeting  day.  Regular  meetings  are  on  the  4*  Thursday  of  every  month. 
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Thursday ,^ugust  24,  2000 
6  p.m. 
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SAN  FRANC  ISC 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Room  421,  City  Hall 


Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 


Adoption  of  Minutes  of  July  26,  2000  Special  Planning  &  Policy 
Committee  Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  July  26,  2000  Special  Planning  &  Policy 
Committee  Meeting* 

Consideration  of  a  Resolution  No.  014-00-COE  Prohibiting  the  Mass 
Release  of  Balloons  in  San  Francisco 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  014-00-COE  Prohibiting  the  Mass 
Release  of  Balloons  in  San  Francisco* 

Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  015-00-COE  Restoring  the  San  Francisco 
Bay  Estuary 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  015-00-COE  Restoring  the  San 
Francisco  Bay  Estuary* 
Public  Comment 


ACTION 


ACTION 


ACTION 


Adjournment 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's  webpage: 
www.ci.sfca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or 
telephone  number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  sraddha_mehta@ci.sfca. us  within  three  business  days  of  a 
meeting. 


) 


1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telephone  (415)  554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us 


ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 


Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies, 
environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at 
public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical- 
based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the 
San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

Public  Transportation 

The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  (formerly  Polk 
Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van  Ness  &  Market 
and  Civic  Center. 

Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
Civic  Center,  four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the 
#5  Fulton/McAllister,  #19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van 
Ness/Mission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro 
stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI 
accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142. 

There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex. 

Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other 
services  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by 
calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race, 
color,  creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission 
and  access  to  its  programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public. 

Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct 
the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the 
people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE 
ORDINANCE  OR  TO  REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE 
SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  F ORCE.( Added  by  Ord.  265-93,  App.  8/18/93; 
amended  by  Ord.  292-95,  App.  9/8/95) 


1 1  Grove  street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
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1  Draft  Resolution  No.  014-00-COE         SAN  FRANCISCO      August  24,  2000 

PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

2  (Balloons) 

3  URGING  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  TO  PROHIBIT  THE  MASS 

4  RELEASE  OF  BALLOONS  INTO  THE  AIR  WITHIN  SAN  FRANCISCO 
5 

6  WHEREAS,  the  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration  (NCAA)  of  the  federal 

7  government  has  recognized  burst  mylar  and  plastic  balloons  as  a  commonly  reported 

8  source  of  marine  debris^  and 
9 

1 0  WHEREAS,  in  1 999,  approximately  30  percent  of  the  32,028  balloons  that  were 

1 1  collected  during  U.S.  coastal  cleanup  effort  were  found  in  California^;  and 
12 

13  WHEREAS,  balloons  can  travel  and  land  hundreds  of  miles  from  their  release  site  ^;  and 
14 

15  WHEREAS,  balloons  often  end  up  in  rivers,  estuaries  and  oceans'*;  and 
16 

17  WHEREAS,  balloons  drift  onto  the  surface  of  water  and  mimic  the  appearance  of 

18  jellyfish  and  other  floating  organisms  that  are  a  natural  food  source  for  turtles,  fish, 

19  dolphins,  and  shorebirds^;  and 
20 

21  WHEREAS,  balloons  can  be  ingested  by  animals  who  mistake  them  for  food^;  and 


^  Cottingham,  David.  Persistent  Marine  Debris:  Challenge  and  Response.  National  Atmospheric 

and  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration,  1988.  p.  5-6. 
^  California  Coastal  Commission. 

^  Center  for  Marine  Conservation  Fact  Sheet,  Balloons  and  the  Marine  Environment  -  A 
Response  to  the  Balloon  Industry,  Washington  D.C. 

'*  Muir,  Bill.  As  quoted  in  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  Region  III  Press  Release. 

Balloons  -  A  Threat  to  Shorebirds  and  Marine  Life,  EPA,  Region  III  Press  Release. 

Philadelphia,  3  April  1996. 
^  Center  for  Marine  Conservation  Fact  Sheet,  Balloons  and  the  Marine  Environment  -  A 
Response  to  the  Balloon  Industry,  Washington  D.C. 
^  Ibid. 
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2  WHEREAS,  the  ingestion  of  balloons  can  choke,  smother  and  entangle  animals  or 

3  cause  animals  to  starve  to  death'';  and 
4 

5  WHEREAS,  dead  turtles  have  been  found  washed  up  on  beaches  with  balloons  hanging 

6  out  of  their  mouths®;  and 
7 

8  WHEREAS,  whales  are  known  to  ingest  pounds  of  balloons  and  plastics,  causing  death 

9  by  starvation^;  and 
10 

1 1  WHEREAS,  balloon  strings  have  been  documented  as  items  that  entangle  marine  birds 

12  and  other  creatures^";  and 
13 

14  WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Parks  and  Recreation  Department  has  stopped  all  mass 

15  balloon  releases  associated  with  their  parks  and  recreation  facilities^  ^  and 
16 

17  WHEREAS,  the  National  Park  Service  has  called  for  a  national  ban  on  the  releasing  of 

18  balloons  within  designated  National  Parks^^;  and 
19 

20  WHEREAS,  the  Whitehouse  and  the  U.S.  Navy  have  voluntarily  suspended  mass 

21  balloon  launch  activities'^;  and 

^  Ibid. 

®  Muir,  Bill.  As  quoted  in  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  Region  III  Press  Release. 
Balloons  -  A  Threat  to  Shorebirds  and  Marine  Life,  EPA,  Region  III  Press  Release.  Philadelphia, 
3  April  1996. 
'  Ibid. 

'°  Center  for  Marine  Conservation  Fact  Sheet,  Balloons  and  the  Marine  Environment  -  A 
Response  to  the  Balloon  Industry,  Washington  D.C. 
"  Ibid. 
Ibid. 
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Commission  on  the  Environment  2 


.  1 

z 

2  WHEREAS,  Walt  Disney  World  and  Six  Flags  Great  Adventure  have  discontinued  mass 

3  balloon  releases^"*;  and 
4 

5  WHEREAS,  several  states  and  cities  have  enacted  legislation  prohibiting  or  restricting 

6  the  release  of  balloons^^;  now,  therefore  be  it 
7 

8  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

9  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  prohibit  the  mass  release  of 
10     balloons  into  the  air  within  San  Francisco. 


) 


Ibid. 
''Ibid. 
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1  Draft  Resolution  No.  015-00-COE  ^yg  ^  \  2fl00  August  24,  2000 

2  [Restoring  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Estuary]     SIKH  FRANCISCO 

3  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

4  ENDORSING  THE  BAYLANDS  ECOSYSTEM  HABITAT  GOALS  REPORT  AND  THE 

5  IMPLEMENTATION  STRATEGY  FOR  RESTOIUNG  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BAY 

6  ESTUARY  AND  SUPPORTING  THE  RESTORATION  OF  WETLANDS  AT  CANDLESTICK 

7  POINT  STATE  RECREATION  AREA. 
8 

9  WHEREAS,  "The  SustainabiHty  Plan  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco,"  as  adopted  by  the  Board  of 

10  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  in  1997,  calls  for  preserving  and  restoring 

1 1  the  region's  biodiversity;  and 
12 

13  WHEREAS,  the  mission  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment  is  to  preserve,  enhance,  and 

14  protect  the  San  Francisco's  environment;  and 

i 

15 

16  WHEREAS,  healthy  baylands  preserve  the  biodiversity  of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Estuary, 

17  improve  water  quality,  reduce  flooding  and  sedimentation,  help  commercial  fisheries,  and 

18  provide  outdoor  recreation  and  tourism  opportunities,  as  well  as  provide  aesthetic  benefits;  and 
19 

20  WHEREAS,  wetlands  are  a  key  component  of  healthy  baylands  and  are  proven  to  be  a  cost- 

21  effective  and  environmentally  beneficial  method  of  treating  stormwater  and  wastewater;  and, 
22 

23  WHEREAS,  more  than  500  wetlands  in  Europe  and  more  than  200  in  North  America  remove 

24  pollutants  by  a  combination  of  physical,  chemical,  and  biological  processes  including  filtration, 

25  sedimentation,  adsorption,  volatilization,  microbial  decomposition,  precipitation,  and  vegetative 

26  uptake;  and, 
27 
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1  WHEREAS,  wetlands  would  serve  not  only  as  an  outdoor  classroom  for  students  throughout  the 

2  Bay  Area  but  also  as  a  major  recreational  and  educational  attraction  for  the  general  public,  both 

3  locally  and  internationally;  and, 
4 

5  WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Wetlands  Ecosystem  Goals  Project  has  prepared  a 

6  report  for  the  Bay  Area  entitled  ""Baylands  Ecosystem  Habitat  Goals'',  which  recommends  the 

7  restoration  of  Bay  Area  wetlands  and  related  habitats  needed  to  sustain  a  healthy  ecosystem;  and 
8 

9  WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Habitat  Joint  Venture,  a  public/private  partnership  composed 

10  of  resource  management  agencies,  local  governments,  the  business  community,  and  conservation 

1 1  organizations  such  as  the  Audubon  Society,  the  Sierra  Club,  Save  San  Francisco  Bay 

12  Association,  the  Bay  Institute  and  many  others,  have  developed  a  consensus  implementation 

13  strategy  for  baylands  restoration  entitled  ''Restoring  the  Estuary:  An  Implementation  Strategy 

14  for  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Joint  Venture";  and 
15 

16  WHEREAS,  the  restoration  of  approximately  24  acres  of  wetlands  is  called  for  in  the  Master 

17  Plan  for  the  Candlestick  Point  State  Recreation  Area;  and 
18 

19  WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Airport  is  currently  underwriting  the  development  of  conceptual 

20  plans  for  such  a  wetland  restoration  that  should  be  completed  by  October,  2000;  now,  therefore 

21  be  it 
22 

23  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

24  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  endorse  the  vision  of  protected  and 

25  restored  baylands  as  articulated  by  the  ""Baylands  Ecosystem  Habitat  Goals'"  and  the 

26  implementation  strategy  as  envisioned  by  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Joint  Venture;  and,  be  it 
27 
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1  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the 

2  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  support  an  integrated  region-wide  program  of 

3  bayland  acquisition,  restoration,  research  and  monitoring  to  achieve  the  goal  of  heahhy  baylands; 

4  and,  be  it 

5  ■ 

6  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

7  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  request  that  all  appropriate 

8  agencies,  including  the  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board  and  various  City  departments, 

9  support  the  restoration  of  wetlands  at  Candlestick  Point  State  Recreation  Area,  identify  funding 

10  to  pay  for  construction  work  associated  with  the  restoration,  and  work  together  to  achieve  the 

11  "Baylands  Ecosystem  Habitat  Goals y 
12 

13 
14 
15 
16 
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Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  6:03  p.m.  by 
Chairperson  Evans.  Commissioners  Evans,  Shah,  and  Hayes  were  present. 

Adoption  of  Minutes  of  July  26,  2000  Special  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting 

The  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Hayes. 

Consideration  of  a  Resolution  No.  014-00-COE  Prohibiting  the  Mass  Release  of 
Balloons  in  San  Francisco 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted  with  the  following  amendments: 

•  The  word  "mass"  was  replaced  with  the  word  "intentional." 

•  The  word  "all"  was  inserted  before  "balloons"  to  clarify  that  the  resolution  applies  to 
ail  balloons. 

•  "Whitehouse"  was  changed  to  "White  House". 
Comments: 

•  President  Hayes  expressed  his  view  that  since  it  is  difficult  to  define  "mass",  the 
word  should  be  replaced  by  "intentional",  so  that  it  would  not  apply  to  a  small  child 
who  might  accidentally  release  a  balloon.  He  also  asked  the  department  to  look 
into  adding  a  resolved  clause  about  assessing  fines. 

•  Ruth  Gravanis  recommended  that  the  Committee  specify  that  the  resolution 
applies  to  all  balloons. 

•  Eben  Schwartz  of  the  California  Coastal  Commission  announced  a  Coastal 
Cleanup  scheduled  for  September  16'*^.  He  stated  that  rubber  doesn't  biodegrade 
easily  and  that  marine  animals  mistake  balloons  for  food.  Mr.  Schwartz  also  stated 
that  balloons  end  up  as  litter. 

•  Marsha  Venegas  stated  that  she  supports  the  resolution  and  that  animals  often 
don't  know  the  difference  between  food  and  plastic. 
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4.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  015-00-COE  Restoring  the  San  Francisco  Bay  ACTION 
Estuary 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted  with  a  few  amendments.  Two  footnotes 
were  added  in  order  to  cite  the  documents  that  were  referenced  in  the  resolution.  The 
word  "draft"  was  added  before  "implementation  strategy".  Also,  the  clause  regarding 
the  San  Francisco  Airport  was  amended  to  state  that  the  conceptual  plans  for  a 
wetland  restoration  would  be  completed  by  the  end  of  the  year  2000,  rather  than 
October  of  2000.  Also,  a  "further  resolved  clause "  regarding  funding  was  added  to  the 
resolution. 
Comments: 

•  Arthur  Feinstein  expressed  his  support  for  the  resolution  and  discussed  the  "Goals 
Report"  and  the  involvement  of  various  environmental  groups  in  the  process  to 
develop  the  report. 

•  Ruth  Gravanis  stated  that  she  supports  the  resolution. 

5.  Public  Comments 

•  Ruth  Gravanis  stated  that  the  Treasure  Island  RFQ  doesn't  specifically  ask 
developers  to  comply  with  the  REB  ordinance  and  the  IPM  ordinance.  She 
recommended  that  the  Department  ask  Stephen  Proud  to  put  copies  of  the 
ordinances  in  the  developer  packets. 

Adjournment.  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:05  p.m. 
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1  Resolution  No.  01 6-00-COE  September  28,  2000 

2  (Sustainable  Energy  and  Environmental  Justice) 

3  URGING  THE  CREATION  OF  A  SUSTAINABLE  AND  AFFORDABLE  ENERGY 

4  POLICY  FOR  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

5 

6  WHEREAS  everyone  has  the  right  to  safe,  clean,  affordable,  and  reliable  energy  and 

7  transportation  services;  and 
8 

9  WHEREAS  our  children's  future,  including  their  health,  water  and  air  quality,  face 

10  serious  consequences  from  our  continued  dependency  on  fossil  fuels  and  nuclear  power; 

11  and 
12 

13  WHEREAS  all  communities,  including  low-income  and  minority,  should  have  full 

14  knowledge  of  and  participation  in  all  aspects  of  energy  policy  decision-making;  and 
15 

16  WHEREAS  low-income  and  minority  communities  often  suffer  disproportionate  health 

17  and  ecological  impacts  from  the  energy  industry  and  from  energy  users,  including  power 

18  plant  siting,  dirty  and  unsafe  industrial  practices,  and  vehicle  pollution;  and 
19 

20  WHEREAS  loW-income  families  disproportionately  spend  more  of  their  income  on  basic 

21  energy  services;  and 
22 

23  WHEREAS  homes  in  low-income  and  minority  communities  severely  lack  energy 

24  efficiency  features  that  help  ensure  heating,  cooling,  and  lower  bills;  and 
25 

26  WHEREAS  rising  energy  demand  and  the  restructuring  of  the  electric  industry  is 

27  unleashing  more  fossil  fuel  power  plants  and  extending  the  operating  hours  of  existing 
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1  nuclear  and  fossil  fuel  plants  in  low-income  and  minority  communities,  thereby 

2  degrading  the  air,  displacing  other  uses  of  community  space,  and  lowering  local  property 

3  values;  and 
4 

5  WHEREAS  the  current  state  of  electric  industry  restructuring  may  create  higher  and 

6  more  volatile  electric  rates  for  residential  customers,  excessive  payoffs  to  dirty  power 

7  plants,  and  inadequate  support  for  cleaner  energy  options,  despite  its  potential  to  advance 

8  cleaner,  more  affordable  energy;  and 
9 

10  WHEREAS  transportation  poHcies  that  promote  urban  sprawl,  encourage  greater  reliance 

1 1  on  gasoline  and  diesel  fuel,  and  neglect  mass  transit  seriously  affect  low-income  and 

12  minority  communities  through  air  pollution,  increased  health  problems  and  fewer  job 

13  opportunities;  and 
14 

15  WHEREAS  increased  energy  efficiency,  renewable  energy  sources  such  as  solar  and 

16  wind,  new  energy  technologies  such  as  fuel  cells,  and  cleaner  transportation  fuels  such  as 

17  natural  gas  offer  significant  yet  virtually  untapped  potential  to  improve  the  environment; 

18  supply  affordable  energy  to  meet  diverse  needs;  foster  energy  independence;  create  jobs; 

19  and  lessen  global  warming;  now,  therefore,  be  it 
20 

21  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  all  City  departments  and 

22  agencies  that  make  energy  policy  decisions  to  work  with  the  communities  that  may  be 

23  adversely  impacted  by  energy  choices;  and,  be  it 
24 

25  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Planning 

26  Department  to  include  equity  criteria  and  cumulative  environmental  impact  assessments 

27  in  any  power  plant  siting  process;  and,  be  it 
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1 

2  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  Hetch  Hetchy 

3  Water  and  Power  and  the  San  Francisco  Pubhc  Utihties  Commission  to  work  with  local 

4  communities  to  maximize  energy  efficiency  measures  in  order  to  allow  communities  to 

5  benefit  from  a  higher  quality  of  life,  greater  energy  independence,  and  lower  bills;  and, 

6  be  it 
7 

8  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 

9  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  shift  San 

10  Francisco's  present  energy  supply  from  fossil  fuels  and  nuclear  energy  toward  cleaner 

1 1  energy  sources  such  as  solar,  wind,  and  fuel  cells  in  all  affected  communities  as 

12  appropriate  and  in  ways  that  create  living-wage  jobs  and  build  community  wealth;  and, 

13  be  it 
14 

15  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  Hetch  Hetchy 

16  Water  and  Power  to  work  with  environmental  justice  groups,  low-income  energy 

17  advocates,  clean  energy  advocates,  community  development  organizations,  labor  unions, 

18  energy  providers,  elected  officials,  and  local  citizens  to  work  together  to  craft  a  clean, 

19  affordable  and  sustainable  energy  policy  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 
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1  Draft  Resolution  No.  015-00-COE  September  28,  2000 

2  [Restoring  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Estuary] 
3 

4  ENDORSING  THE  BAYLANDS  ECOSYSTEM  HABITAT  GOALS  REPORT  AND  THE 

5  IMPLEMENTATION  STRATEGY  FOR  RESTORING  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BAY 

6  ESTUARY  AND  SUPPORTING  THE  RESTORATION  OF  WETLANDS  AT  CANDLESTICK 

7  POINT  STATE  RECREATION  AREA. 
8 

9  WHEREAS,  "The  Sustainabihty  Plan  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco,"  as  adopted  by  the  Board  of 

10  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  in  1 997,  calls  for  preserving  and  restoring 

1 1  the  region's  biodiversity;  and 
12 

13  WHEREAS,  the  mission  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment  is  to  preserve,  enhance,  and 

14  protect  the  San  Francisco's  environment;  and 
15 

16  WHEREAS,  healthy  baylands  preserve  the  biodiversity  of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Estuary, 

17  improve  water  quality,  reduce  flooding  and  sedimentation,  help  commercial  fisheries,  and 

18  provide  outdoor  recreation  and  tourism  opportunities,  as  well  as  provide  aesthetic  benefits;  and 
19 

20  WHEREAS,  wetlands  are  a  key  component  of  healthy  baylands  and  are  proven  to  be  a  cost- 

21  effective  and  environmentally  beneficial  method  of  treating  stormwater  and  wastewater;  and, 
22 

23  WHEREAS,  more  than  500  wetlands  in  Europe  and  more  than  200  in  North  America  remove 

24  pollutants  by  a  combination  of  physical,  chemical,  and  biological  processes  including  filtration, 

25  sedimentation,  adsorption,  volatilization,  microbial  decomposition,  precipitation,  and  vegetative 

26  uptake;  and, 
27 
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1  WHEREAS,  wetlands  would  serve  not  only  as  an  outdoor  classroom  for  students  throughout  the 

2  Bay  Area  but  also  as  a  major  recreational  and  educational  attraction  for  the  general  public,  both 

3  locally  and  internationally;  and, 
4 

5  WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Wetlands  Ecosystem  Goals  Project  has  prepared  a 

6  report  for  the  Bay  Area  entitled  ''Baylands  Ecosystem  Habitat  Goals'",  which  recommends  the 

7  restoration  of  Bay  Area  wetlands  and  related  habitats  needed  to  sustain  a  healthy  ecosystem;  and 
8 

9  WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Habitat  Joint  Venture,  a  public/private  partnership  composed 

10  of  resource  management  agencies,  local  governments,  the  business  community,  and  conservation 

1 1  organizations  such  as  the  Audubon  Society,  the  Sierra  Club,  Save  San  Francisco  Bay 

12  Association,  the  Bay  Institute  and  many  others,  have  developed  a  consensus  draft 

13  implementation  strategy  for  baylands  restoration  entitled  ''Restoring  the  Estuary:  An 

14  Implementation  Strategy  for  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Joint  Venture";  and 
15 

16  WHEREAS,  the  restoration  of  approximately  24  acres  of  wetlands  is  called  for  in  the  Master 

17  Plan  for  the  Candlestick  Point  State  Recreation  Area^;  and 
18 

19  WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Airport  is  currently  underwriting  the  development  of  conceptual 

20  plans,  to  be  completed  by  the  end  of  the  calendar  year  2000,  for  such  a  wetland  restoration;  now, 

21  therefore  be  it 
22 

23  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

24  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  endorse  the  vision  of  protected  and 

'  Goals  Project.  1999.  Baylands  Ecosystem  Habitat  Goals.  A  report  of  habitat  recommendations  prepared  by  the 
San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Wetlands  Ecosystem  Goals  Project.  First  Reprint.  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
San  Francisco,  Calif./S.F.  Bay  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board,  Oakland,  Calif. 
^  California  Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation,  October  1986. 
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^raft  Resolution  No.  015-00-COE 
Restoring  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Estuary 
September  28,  2000 

1  restored  baylands  as  articulated  by  the  ''Baylands  Ecosystem  Habitat  Goals"  and  the 

2  implementation  strategy  as  envisioned  by  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Joint  Venture;  and,  be  it 
3 

4  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Envirormient  urges  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the 

5  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  support  an  integrated  region-wide  program  of 

6  bayland  acquisition,  restoration,  research  and  monitoring  to  achieve  the  goal  of  healthy  baylands; 

7  and,  be  it 
8 

9  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the 

10  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  request  that  Bay  Area  federal  and  state 

11  legislators  seek  funding  to  implement  an  integrated  region-wide  program  of  bayland  acquisition, 

12  restoration,  research,  and  monitoring;  and,  be  it 
13 

14  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

15  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  request  that  all  appropriate 

16  agencies,  including  the  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board  and  various  City  departments, 

17  support  the  restoration  of  wetlands  at  Candlestick  Point  State  Recreation  Area,  identify  funding 

18  to  pay  for  construction  work  associated  with  the  restoration,  and  work  together  to  achieve  the 

19  ''Baylands  Ecosystem  Habitat  Goals'' 
20 

21 
22 
23 
24 
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DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 

Thursday,  September  28,  2000 


6  p.m. 


SEP  2  2  2000 

SAN  FRANCiSCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Room  421,  City  Hall 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  August  21 ,  2000  Special  Planning  &  Policy  ACTION 
Committee  Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  August  21,  2000  Planning  &  Policy 
Committee  Meeting* 

3.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  016-00-COE  Sustainable  Energy  and  ACTION 
Low-Income  and  Minority  Communities 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  016-00-Sustainable  Energy  and 
Low  Income  Communities* 

4.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  015-00-COE  Restoring  the  San  ACTION 
Francisco  Bay  Estuary 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  015-00-COE  Restoring  the  San 
Francisco  Bay  Estuary* 

5.  State  of  the  Urban  Forest  PRESENTATIONS 

Presentation  by  Milton  Marks,  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest 
Presentation  by  Cathrine  Sneed,  The  Garden  Project 

6.  Public  Comment 
Adjournment 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's  webpage: 
vmw.ci.sf  ca.us/environment_coTnmission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or 
telephone  number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  sraddha_mehta@ci.sf.ca.us  within  three  business  days  of  a 
meeting. 


1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telepiione  (415)554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us 


ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 


Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies, 
environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at 
public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical- 
based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the 
San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

Public  Transportation 

The  closest  BART  station  sen/ing  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  (formerly  Polk 
Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van  Ness  &  Market 
and  Civic  Center. 

Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
Civic  Center,  four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the 
#5  Fulton/McAllister,  #19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van 
Ness/Mission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro 
stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI 
accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142. 

There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex. 

Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other 
services  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by 
calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race, 
color,  creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission 
and  access  to  its  programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public. 

Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct 
the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the 
people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE 
ORDINANCE  OR  TO  REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE 
SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE.(Added  by  Ord.  265-93,  App.  8/18/93; 
amended  by  Ord.  292-95,  App.  9/8/95) 


11  Grove  street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telephone  (415)  554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us 


Resolution  No.  015-00-COE  Sustainable  Energy  and  Low-Income  and  Minority  Communities 

September  28,  2000 

1  Resolution  No.  01 6-00-COE  September  28,  2000 

2  (Sustainable  Energy  and  Environmental  Justice) 

3  URGING  THE  CREATION  OF  A  SUSTAINABLE  AND  AFFORDABLE  ENERGY 

4  POLICY  FOR  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

5 

6  WHEREAS  everyone  has  the  right  to  safe,  clean,  affordable,  and  reliable  energy  and 

7  transportation  services;  and 
8 

9  WHEREAS  our  children's  future,  including  their  health,  water  and  air  quality,  face 

10  serious  consequences  from  our  continued  dependency  on  fossil  fiiels  and  nuclear  power; 

11  and 
12 

13  WHEREAS  all  communities,  including  low-income  and  minority,  should  have  full 

14  knowledge  of  and  participation  in  all  aspects  of  energy  policy  decision-making;  and 
15 

16  WHEREAS  low-income  and  minority  communities  often  suffer  disproportionate  health 

17  and  ecological  impacts  from  the  energy  industry  and  from  energy  users,  including  power 

1 8  plant  siting,  dirty  and  unsafe  industrial  practices,  and  vehicle  pollution;  and 
19 

20  WHEREAS  low-income  families  disproportionately  spend  more  of  their  income  on  basic 

21  energy  services;  and 
22 

23  WHEREAS  homes  in  low-income  and  minority  communities  severely  lack  energy 

24  efficiency  features  that  help  ensure  heating,  cooling,  and  lower  bills;  and 
25 

26  WHEREAS  rising  energy  demand  and  the  restructuring  of  the  electric  industry  is 

27  unleashing  more  fossil  fiiel  power  plants  and  extending  the  operating  hours  of  existing 
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Resolution  No.  015-00-COE  Sustainable  Energy  and  Low-Income  and  Minority  Communities 

September  28,  2000 

1  nuclear  and  fossil  fuel  plants  in  low-income  and  minority  communities,  thereby 

2  degrading  the  air,  displacing  other  uses  of  community  space,  and  lowering  local  property 

3  values;  and 

4 

5  WHEREAS  the  current  state  of  electric  industry  restructuring  may  create  higher  and 

6  more  volatile  electric  rates  for  residential  customers,  excessive  payoffs  to  dirty  power 

7  plants,  and  inadequate  support  for  cleaner  energy  options,  despite  its  potential  to  advance 

8  cleaner,  more  affordable  energy;  and 
9 

10  WHEREAS  transportation  policies  that  promote  urban  sprawl,  encourage  greater  reliance 

1 1  on  gasoline  and  diesel  fuel,  and  neglect  mass  transit  seriously  affect  low-income  and 

12  minority  communities  through  air  pollution,  increased  health  problems  and  fewer  job 

13  opportunities;  and 
14 

15  WHEREAS  increased  energy  efficiency,  renewable  energy  sources  such  as  solar  and 

16  wind,  new  energy  technologies  such  as  fuel  cells,  and  cleaner  transportation  fuels  such  as 

17  natural  gas  offer  significant  yet  virtually  untapped  potential  to  improve  the  environment; 

18  supply  affordable  energy  to  meet  diverse  needs;  foster  energy  independence;  create  jobs; 

19  and  lessen  global  warming;  now,  therefore,  be  it 
20 

21  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  all  City  departments  and 

22  agencies  that  make  energy  policy  decisions  to  work  with  the  communities  that  may  be 

23  adversely  impacted  by  energy  choices;  and,  be  it 

24 

25  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Planning 

26  Department  to  include  equity  criteria  and  cumulative  environmental  impact  assessments 

27  in  any  power  plant  siting  process;  and,  be  it 
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Resolution  No.  015-00-COE  Sustainable  Energy  and  Low-Income  and  Minority  Communities 

September  28,  2000 


1 

2  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  Hetch  Hetchy 

3  Water  and  Power  and  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  work  with  local 

4  communities  to  maximize  energy  efficiency  measures  in  order  to  allow  communities  to 

5  benefit  from  a  higher  quality  of  life,  greater  energy  independence,  and  lower  bills;  and, 

6  be  it 
7 

8  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 

9  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  shift  San 

10  Francisco's  present  energy  supply  from  fossil  fuels  and  nuclear  energy  toward  cleaner 

11  energy  sources  such  as  solar,  wind,  and  fuel  cells  in  all  affected  communities  as 

12  appropriate  and  in  ways  that  create  living-wage  jobs  and  build  community  wealth;  and, 

13  be  it 
14 

15  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  Hetch  Hetchy 

16  Water  and  Power  to  work  with  environmental  justice  groups,  low-income  energy 

17  advocates,  clean  energy  advocates,  community  development  organizations,  labor  unions, 

18  energy  providers,  elected  officials,  and  local  citizens  to  work  together  to  craft  a  clean, 

19  affordable  and  sustainable  energy  policy  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 
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Draft  Resolution  No.  015-00-COE 
Restoring  tlie  San  Francisco  Bay  Estuary 
September  28,  2000 

J  1  Draft  Resolution  No.  015-00-COE  September  28,  2000 

2  [Restoring  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Estuary] 
3 

4  ENDORSING  THE  BAYLANDS  ECOSYSTEM  HABITAT  GOALS  REPORT  AND  THE 

5  IMPLEMENTATION  STRATEGY  FOR  RESTORING  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BAY 

6  ESTUARY  AND  SUPPORTING  THE  RESTORATION  OF  WETLANDS  AT  CANDLESTICK 

7  POINT  STATE  RECREATION  AREA. 
8 

9  WHEREAS,  "The  SustainabiHty  Plan  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco,"  as  adopted  by  the  Board  of 

10  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  in  1997,  calls  for  preserving  and  restoring 

1 1  the  region's  biodiversity;  and 
12 

13  WHEREAS,  the  mission  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment  is  to  preserve,  enhance,  and 

)l4  protect  the  San  Francisco's  environment;  and 
15 

16  WHEREAS,  healthy  baylands  preserve  the  biodiversity  of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Estuary, 

17  improve  water  quality,  reduce  flooding  and  sedimentation,  help  commercial  fisheries,  and 

18  provide  outdoor  recreation  and  tourism  opportunities,  as  well  as  provide  aesthetic  benefits;  and 
19 

20  WHEREAS,  wetlands  are  a  key  component  of  healthy  baylands  and  are  proven  to  be  a  cost- 

21  effective  and  environmentally  beneficial  method  of  treating  stormwater  and  wastewater;  and, 
22 

23  WHEREAS,  more  than  500  wetlands  in  Europe  and  more  than  200  in  North  America  remove 

24  pollutants  by  a  combination  of  physical,  chemical,  and  biological  processes  including  filtration, 

25  sedimentation,  adsorption,  volatilization,  microbial  decomposition,  precipitation,  and  vegetative 

26  uptake;  and, 

K 
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Restoring  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Estuary 
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1  WHEREAS,  wetlands  would  serve  not  only  as  an  outdoor  classroom  for  students  throughout  the 

2  Bay  Area  but  also  as  a  major  recreational  and  educational  attraction  for  the  general  public,  both 

3  locally  and  internationally;  and, 
4 

5  WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Wetlands  Ecosystem  Goals  Project  has  prepared  a 

6  report  for  the  Bay  Area  entitled  ''Baylands  Ecosystem  Habitat  Goals'",  which  recommends  the 

7  restoration  of  Bay  Area  wetlands  and  related  habitats  needed  to  sustain  a  healthy  ecosystem;  and 
8 

9  WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Habitat  Joint  Venture,  a  public/private  partnership  composed 

10  of  resource  management  agencies,  local  governments,  the  business  community,  and  conservation 

1 1  organizations  such  as  the  Audubon  Society,  the  Sierra  Club,  Save  San  Francisco  Bay 

12  Association,  the  Bay  Institute  and  many  others,  have  developed  a  consensus  draft 

13  implementation  strategy  for  baylands  restoration  entitled  ''Restoring  the  Estuary:  An 

14  Implementation  Strategy  for  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Joint  Venture";  and 
15 

16  WHEREAS,  the  restoration  of  approximately  24  acres  of  wetlands  is  called  for  in  the  Master 

17  Plan  for  the  Candlestick  Point  State  Recreation  Area^;  and 
18 

19  WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Airport  is  currently  underwriting  the  development  of  conceptual 

20  plans,  to  be  completed  by  the  end  of  the  calendar  year  2000,  for  such  a  wetland  restoration;  now, 

21  therefore  be  it 
22 

23  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

24  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  endorse  the  vision  of  protected  and 

'  Goals  Project.  1999.  Baylands  Ecosystem  Habitat  Goals.  A  report  of  habitat  recomniendations  prepared  by  the 
San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Wetlands  Ecosystem  Goals  Project.  First  Reprint.  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
San  Francisco,  Calif./S.F.  Bay  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board,  Oakland,  Calif. 
^  California  Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation,  October  1986. 
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1  restored  baylands  as  articulated  by  the  ""Baylands  Ecosystem  Habitat  Goals"  and  the 

2  implementation  strategy  as  envisioned  by  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Joint  Venture;  and,  be  it 
3 

4  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the 

5  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  support  an  integrated  region- wide  program  of 

6  bayland  acquisition,  restoration,  research  and  monitoring  to  achieve  the  goal  of  healthy  baylands; 

7  and,  be  it 
8 

9  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the 

10  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  request  that  Bay  Area  federal  and  state 

11  legislators  seek  funding  to  implement  an  integrated  region-wide  program  of  bayland  acquisition, 

12  restoration,  research,  and  monitoring;  and,  be  it 
13 

^  14  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

15  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  request  that  all  appropriate 

16  agencies,  including  the  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board  and  various  City  departments, 

17  support  the  restoration  of  wetlands  at  Candlestick  Point  State  Recreation  Area,  identify  fiinding 

18  to  pay  for  construction  work  associated  with  the  restoration,  and  work  together  to  achieve  the 

19  ''Baylands  Ecosystem  Habitat  Goals." 
20 

21 
22 
23 
24 

• 

> 
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COMMISSION  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


OCT  2  0  2000 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


RANDALL  HAYES,  PRESIDENT 

SHELLEY  BRADFORD-BELL,  VICE  PRESIDENT 

THE  REV.  SALLY  G.  BINGHAM 

PATRICIA  CHANG 


REBECCA  EVANS 
PARIN  SHAH 
ROBERT  K.  WERBE 


r,Notice  &  Agenda 


planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  October  26,  2000 
6:00  p.m.,  Room  421,  City  Hall 

Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

Adoption  of  Minutes  of  September  28,  2000  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting  ACTION 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  September  28,  2000  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting* 

Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  017-00-COE  Sustainable  Energy  and  Environmental  ACTION 
Justice 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  017-00-Sustainable  Energy  and  Environmental 
Justice* 

Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  018-00-COE  Pentachlorophenol  ACTION 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  018-00-COE  Pentachlorophenol* 

Public  Comment 


Adjournment 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's  webpage: 
www.ci.sfca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or 
telephone  number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  sraddha_mehta@ci.sfca. us  within  three  business  days  of  a 
meeting. 

ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 


Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommiodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

Public  Transportation  and  Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the 
Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van  Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  The 
meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center,  four 
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blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister,  #19  Polk, 
#21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line 
to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For 
nnore  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  parking  in 
the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and  adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the 
Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement 
equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available 
by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public, 
reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of 
the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations 
are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  FOR 
MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE.(Added  BY  Ord.  265-93,  App.  8/1 8/93;  AMENDED  BY  Ord.  292-95,  APP.  9/8/95) 
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SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

9OMMISSION  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RANDALL  HAYES,  PRESIDENT  REBECCA  EVANS 

SHELLEY  BRADFORD-BELL,  VICE  PRESIDENT  PARIN  SHAH 

THE  REV.  SALLY  G.  BINGHAM  ROBERT  K.  WERBE 

PATRICIA  CHANG 

<^otice  &  Agenda 
planning  &  Policy  Committee  Special  Meeting* 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday ,^Ovember  30,  2000 
6:00  p.m..  Room  421,  City  Hall 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  October  26,  2000  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting  ACTION 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  October  26,  2000  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting** 

3.  Solar  Sailor  Video  INFORMATION 

4.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  013-00-COE  Clean  Ferry  System  ACTION 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  013-00-COE  Clean  Ferry  System** 

5.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  018-00-COE  Pentachlorophenol  ACTION 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  018-00-COE  Pentachlorophenol** 

6.  Public  Comment 
Adjournment 

•  Due  to  Thanksgiving,  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  could  not  meet  on  the  regular  day. 

**  Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 

California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's  webpage: 
www.ci.sfca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone 
number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  sraddha_mehta@ci.sf.ca.us  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 


ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 

Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 


Public  Transportation  and  Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the 
Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van  Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  The 
meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center,  four 
blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister,  #19  Polk, 
#21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line 
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to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For 
more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  parking  in 
the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and  adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the 
Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement 
equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available 
by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public, 
reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of 
the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations 
are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  FOR 
MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE.^/ADDEDeyORO.  265-93,  APP.  8/18/93;  AMENDED  BY  Ord.  292-95,  App.  9/8/95) 


Resolution  No.  013-00-COE 
Clean  Ferry  System 
November  30,  2000. 

lij^      1  Resolution  No.  013-00-COE 

2  (Clean  Ferry  Resolution) 

3  URGING  THE  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  AND  THE  MAYOR  OF  THE  CITY  AND 

4  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  TO  URGE  THE  BAY  AREA  WATER  TRANSIT 

5  AUTHORITY  (BAWTA)  TO  CONDUCT  AN  ALTERNATIVE  FUEL  FERRY 

6  DEMONSTRATION  PROJECT,  FULFILL  THE  REQUIREMENTS  OF  CHAPTER 

7  101 1  OF  THE  STATUTES  OF  1999  EST  A  TIMELY  MANNER,  AND  RESEARCH 

8  AND  DEVELOP  CLEAN  MARINE  TECHNOLOGIES  FOR  FERRIES  OPERATING 

9  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO  BAY. 
10 

1 1  WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Commission  on  the  Environment  is  committed  to 

12  reducing  air  and  water  pollution  in  San  Francisco  and  to  combating  global  climate 

13  change;  and, 
^  ,4 

15  WHEREAS,  On  July  10th,  1999  the  EPA  re-designated  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  from 

16  maintenance  to  non-attainment  for  the  Federal  one-hour  ozone  standard;  and, 
17 

1 8  WHEREAS,  The  EPA  recently  proposed  stricter  emission  standards  to  reduce  diesel 

19  emissions;  and, 
20 

21  WHEREAS,  The  California  Air  Resources  Board  recently  adopted  a  set  of  regulations  to 

22  reduce  air  pollution  from  the  most  populated  areas  of  the  State,  and, 
23 

24  WHEREAS,  The  United  States  is  heavily  dependent  on  foreign  oil  supplies,  and  the 

25  transportation  sector  depends  on  petroleum  for  97  percent  of  its  needs,  which  exacerbates 
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Resolution  No.  013-00-COE 
Clean  Ferry  System 
November  30,  2000 

1  price  volatility,  adds  to  national  trade  imbalance,  and  decreases  National  Energy  ^ 

2  Security;  and, 
3 

4  WHEREAS,  Alternative  fuels,  such  as  natural  gas,  and  fuel  cells  in  combination  with 

5  emissions  reduction  technology  advances  may  protect  municipalities  from  future  regular 

6  gas  price  spikes,  and/or  offer  significant  emissions  reductions;  and, 
7 

8  WHEREAS,  Various  universities,  agencies,  and  other  research  organizations  are  studying 

9  new  advances  in  marine  propulsion  technology  for  potential  use  on  certain  routes  to 
10  demonstrate  the  viability  of  low  and  zero  emission  technology  for  marine  vessels;  and 
11 

12  WHEREAS,  The  successful  use  of  fuel  cells,  solar,  and  wind  technology  in  prototype 

13  vessels  indicates  that  these  technologies  hold  promise  for  ferries  on  certain  routes;  and, 

14  ( 

1 5  WHEREAS,  Australia  has  developed  an  ultra  low  emissions  solar  and  wind  powered 

16  prototype,  that  may  be  suitable  for  shorter  routes  in  San  Francisco  Bay;  and, 
17 

1 8  WHEREAS,  Surface  Effects  Ships  may  prove  to  be  an  effective  option  on  certain  Bay 

19  Area  ferry  routes;  and, 
20 

21  WHEREAS,  The  California  Air  Resources  Board  estimates  that  diesel  powered  vessels 

22  (includes  all  types  of  vessels)  account  for  7 1  percent  of  all  mobile  source  sulfur  emissions 

23  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Basin^ ;  and, 
24 


^  Air  Resources  Board  State  Emissions  Inventory,  1998. 
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Resolution  No.  013-00-COE 
Clean  Ferry  System 
November  30,  200Q 

1  WHEREAS,  Diesel  particulate  matter  was  declared  to  be  a  Toxic  Air  Contaminant  by  the 

2  California  Air  Resources  Board  (CARB)  and  diesel  exhaust  has  been  listed  as  a  known 

3  Carcinogen  under  California's  Safe  Drinking  Water  and  Toxic  Enforcement  Act  (Prop 

4  65)  since  1990;  and, 
5 

6  WHEREAS,  Diesel  particulate  matter  is  a  health  risk,  with  particular  concern  for  stroke, 

7  lung  cancer,  asthma  and  other  respiratory  illness;  and, 
8 

9  WHEREAS,  In  Cahfomia  Senate  Resolution  No.  19  (1997),  the  State  of  Cahfomia 

1 0  authorized  the  Bay  Area  Council  to  form  a  Blue  Ribbon  Task  Force  to  report  on  the 

1 1  viability  of  expanded  water  transit  on  San  Francisco  Bay  to  relieve  traffic  congestion  in 

12  the  nine  Bay  Area  Counties;  and 
13 

14  WHEREAS,  As  specified  in  Chapter  101 1  of  the  Statues  of  1999,  the  State  of  California 

15  established  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Water  Transit  Authority  to  prepare  and  adopt  a 

16  San  Francisco  Bay  area  water  transit  implementation  and  operations  plan;  and, 
17 

1 8  WHEREAS,  Chapter  1 0 1 1  of  the  Statutes  of  1 999  requires  a  feasibility  analysis  and 

19  proposal  for  the  use  of  new  technologies  and  alternative  fiiels  in  marine  engines  and 

20  ground  transportation  intermodal  services,  to  the  extent  feasible,  to  minimize  air  emission 

21  and  water  pollution  impacts  fi-om  the  system  operations;  and, 
22 

23  WHEREAS,  Chapter  656  of  the  Statutes  of  2000  (SB  1 662)  appropriated  fimds  from  the 

24  State's  Public  Transportation  Account  to  the  Bay  Area  Water  Transit  Authority 

25  (BAWTA)  to  fiind  the  environmental  impact  reports  and  design  functions  specified  in 

26  Chapter  1 0 1 1  of  the  Statutes  of  1 999;  and, 
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Resolution  No.  0 1 3-00-COE 
Clean  Ferry  System 
November  30,  2000 

1 

2  WHEREAS,  Chapter  1 0 1 1  of  the  Statutes  of  1 999  requires  the  B  AWTA  to  complete  a 

3  systemwide  regional  programmatic  environmental  impact  report  on  expansion  of 

4  new  ferry  service  in  San  Francisco  Bay  as  required  by  Chapter  1011,  Statutes  of  1999; 

5  and, 
6 

7  WHEREAS,  Chapter  101 1  of  the  Statutes  of  1999  requires  the  BAWTA  to  complete  an 

8  independent  evaluation  by  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management  District  as  part  of  the 

9  mandated  environmental  review  to  assess  the  air  quality  impacts  of  the  proposed 

10  complete  water  transit  system  in  comparison  to  the  transport  of  the  same  number  of 

1 1  people  over  the  same  distance  by  motor  vehicles  and  other  modes  of  transportation,  as 

1 2  required  by  Chapter  1011,  Statutes  of  1 999;  and, 
13 

1 4  WHEREAS,  Chapter  1011,  Statutes  of  1 999  requires  the  BAWTA  to  work  with  the 

1 5  environmental  agencies  and  representatives  of  environmental  organizations  on  the 

16  Authority's  Technical  Advisory  Committee  in  the  development  of  a  clean  marine  ferry 

17  system  for  San  Francisco  Bay;  and, 
18 

19  WHEREAS,  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area  (GGNRA)  is  conducting  a  study  for 

20  the  purposes  of  improving  alternative  access  and  evaluating  improved  water  access;  and 

21  expanding  ferry  service;  now,  therefore,  be  it 
22 

23  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of  Supervisors 

24  and  the  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  existing  ferry  operators 

25  on  San  Francisco  Bay  and  BAWTA  to  actively  pursue  cleaner  marine  technologies  and 

26  adopt  a  diesel  emissions  reduction  strategy;  and,  be  it 
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Resolution  No.  01 3-00-COE 
Clean  Ferry  System 
November  30,  2000_ 

1 

2  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor, 

3  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Port  Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

4  to  actively  work  with  ferry  operators  in  identifying  and  supporting  financing 

5  opportunities  in  the  pubhc  and  private  sector  for  clean  marine  technology;  and,  be  it 
6 

7  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges 

8  the  Mayor,  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge 

9  the  Bay  Area  Water  Transit  Authority  and  other  vessel  operators  to  provide  the 

10  Commission  with  annual  reports  of  its  emissions  reduction  strategy  for  existing  and 

1 1  proposed  new  ferries  operating  in  San  Francisco  Bay;  and,  be  it 
12 

13  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 

14  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  the  Bay  Area 

15  Water  Transit  Authority,  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area  and  all  other  ferry 

16  operators  to  work  with  federal,  state,  regional  and  local  public  agencies  to  identify, 

17  support  and  develop  demonstration  projects  to  test  the  feasibility  of  alternative  fuel  and 

1 8  ferry  design  projects;  and,  be  it 
19 

20  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 

21  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  the  Bay  Area 

22  Water  Transit  Authority  to  not  purchase  any  diesel  ferries  until  the  alternative  fuel  ferry 

23  demonstration  project  and  other  requirements  of  Chapter  1011  of  the  Statutes  of  1999 

24  have  been  completed. 
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Resolution  No.  018-00-COE  Pentachlorophenol 

November  20,  2000 

November  20,  2000 

3 

4  URGING  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  TO  REQUEST  THAT 

5  UTILITY  COMPANIES  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO  REPLACE  AND  SAFELY  DISPOSE  OF 

6  ALL  UTILITY  POLES  TREATED  WITH  PENTACHLOROPHENOL  AND  THAT  THE  EPA 

7  BAN  PENTACHLOROPHENOL  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

8 

9  WHEREAS,  the  Integrated  Pest  Management  Ordinance  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 

10  Francisco  establishes  the  goal  of  minimizing  the  City's  contribution  to  pesticide  use  and 

1 1  its  negative  impact  on  people  and  the  environment^  and 
12 

13  WHEREAS,  wood  presen/atives  constitute  the  single  largest  pesticide  in  the  US, 

14  accounting  for  nearly  1  billion  pounds  annually^;  and 
15 

16  WHEREAS,  pentachlorophenol  (penta),  a  major  wood  preservative  used  to  treat  wood 

17  utility  poles,  is  among  the  most  toxic  pesticides  known  to  human  kind^;  and 
18 

19  WHEREAS,  the  Integrated  Pest  Management  Ordinance  does  not  include  penta  on  the 

20  "Approved  List  of  Pesticides"  for  San  Francisco;  and 
21 

22  WHEREAS,  the  US  EPA  has  classified  penta  as  a  Group  B2,  probable  human 

23  carcinogen'*;  and 


^  San  Francisco  Adnninistratlve  Code,  Chapter  39  San  Francisco  Integrated  Pest  Management 
Program 

^  Feldman,  Jay  and  Kidd,  Greg  J.D.  Campaign  to  Stop  Poison  Poles,  Pesticides  and  You,  Vol.19, 

No.  4  1999-2000. 

^Ibid. 
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Resolution  No.  018-00-COE  Pentachlorophenol 

November  20,  2000 


2  WHEREAS,  the  contaminants  of  penta,  namely  dioxins,  furans,  and 

3  hexachlorobenzene  (HCB)  are  all  recognized  as  carcinogens,  mutagens,  teratogens, 

4  and  endocrine  disrupters^;  and 


6  WHEREAS,  EPA's  Inventory  of  Sources  of  Dioxin  in  the  United  States  notes  that  treated 

7  wood  is  a  large  reservoir  of  dioxin  in  the  environment^;  and 


9  WHEREAS,  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the 

10  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  have  adopted  resolutions  urging  the  elimination  of 

11  dioxin  pollution;  and 
12 

13  WHEREAS,  the  US  EPA  calculated  that  people  hired  to  apply  penta  to  in  service  utility 

14  poles  face  a  risk  of  cancer  that  is  3.4  million  times  higher  than  acceptable'';  and 
15 

16  WHEREAS,  those  employed  to  apply  fresh  penta  to  standing  wood  poles  become  so 

17  contaminated  with  penta  that  they  proceed  to  contaminate  family,  friends,  and 

18  colleagues,  causing  additional  cases  of  cancer^;  and 


U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Integrated  Risk  Information  System  (IRIS)  on 
Pentachlorophenol.  Environmental  Criteria  and  assessment  Office,  Office  of  Heath  and 
Environmental  Assessment,  Office  of  Research  and  Development,  Cincinnati,  OH.  1993. 
^  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  ,  National  Center  for  Environmental  Assessment 
website,  URL:  http://www.epa.gov/nceawwwl/dloxln.htm:  Mukerjee,  D,  Health  Impact  of 
Polychlorlnated  Dibenzo-p-dloxins:  A  Critical  Review,  J.  Air  &  Waste  Manage.  Assoc.  48:  157- 
165,  (1998);  Etoxnet  PIP  Hexachlorobenzene,  URL:  http://ace.orst.edu/cal- 
bln/mfs/01  /pips/hexachlo.htm:  World  Wildlife  Fund,  1996.  Known  and  Suspected  Hormone 
Disrupters  List,  URL:  http://www.wwfcanada.org/hormone-disruptors/sclence/edclist.html. 
^  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  National  Center  for  Environmental  Assessment,  Office 
of  Research  and  Development,  1998.  Report  on  the  Meeting  to  Peer  Review  "The  Inventory  of 
Sources  of  Dioxin  In  the  United  States"  Final  Report.  EPA  Contract  No.  68-D5-0028. 
^  Feldman,  Jay  and  KIdd,  Greg,  J.D.  Campaign  to  Stop  Poison  Poles,  Pesticides  and  You,  Vol.19, 
No.  4  1999-2000. 

^  Feldman,  Jay  and  KIdd,  Greg,  J.D.  Pole  Pollution,  Pesticides  and  You,  Vol.19,  No.  4  1999  - 
2000. 
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Resolution  No.  018-00-COE  Pentachlorophenol 

November  20,  2000 

1 

2  WHEREAS,  penta  has  been  shown  to  migrate  out  of  poles,  contaminating  soil  and 

3  water^;  and 
4 

5  WHEREAS,  US  EPA  findings  show  that  a  child  exposed  on  an  ongoing  basis  to  the  soil 

6  around  a  pole  treated  with  penta  has  a  chance  of  getting  cancer  that  is  220  times  higher 

7  than  acceptable^";  and 
8 

9  WHEREAS,  at  least  314  Superfund  or  chemical  waste  sites  in  the  United  States  have 

10  been  contaminated  with  penta^^  and 
11 

12  WHEREAS,  The  Energy  Cooperative  in  Newark,  Ohio  is  replacing  all  its  wood  poles  with 

1 3  recycled  steel  poles,  illustrating  that  viable  alternatives  to  treated  wood  poles  are 

14  economically  feasible^^;  and 
15 

16  WHEREAS,  penta  is  banned  in  26  countries  due  to  health  or  environmental  risks^^;  now, 

17  therefore  be  it 
18 


®  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1999.  Science  Chapter  for  the  Reregistration  Eligibility 
Decision  Document  (RED)  for  Pentachlorophenol  (PC  Code:  063001 ,  Registration  Case  Number 
2505  citing  Electric  Power  Research  Institute,  1997,  Report  on  the  Fate  of  Wood  Preservatives  in 
Soils  Adjacent  to  In-Service  Utility  Poles  in  the  United  States.  Prepared  by  META  environmental, 
Inc.,  Atlantic  Environmental  Services,  Inc.  Utah  State  University  and  Science  &  Technology 
Managements,  Inc.,  EPRI  TR  104968. 

^°  Feldman,  Jay  and  Kidd,  Greg,  J.D.  Pole  Pollution,  Pesticides  and  You,  Vol.19,  No.  4  1999  - 
2000. 

"  Agency  for  Toxic  Substance  and  Disease  Registry,  1999.  Site  Containment  Query,  URL: 
http://atsdr1  .atsdr.cdc.gov:8080/gsql/sitecontam.script?in_cas=pentachlorophenol&in_cas3= 

Feldman,  Jay  and  Kidd,  Greg  J.D.  Campaign  to  Stop  Poison  Poles,  Pesticides  and  You, 
Vol.19,  No.  4  1999-2000. 

From  -  Pesticide  Action  Network,  "1995  Demise  of  the  Dirty  Dozen,"  and  United  Nations, 
"Consolidated  List  of  Products  Whose  Consumption  and/or  Sale  Have  Been  Banned,  Withdrawn, 
Severely  Restricted  or  Not  Approved  by  Governments,"  Fifth  Issue,  1 994. 
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Resolution  No.  018-00-COE  Pentachlorophenol 

November  20,  2000 

1  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of  Supervisors 

2  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  request  that  the  US  EPA  immediately  ban 

3  pentachlorophenol  in  the  United  States;  and,  be  it 
4 

5  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 

6  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  request  that  the  EPA  or 

7  appropriate  government  agencies  recall  all  existing  stocks  of  pentachlorophenol  in  the 

8  United  States;  and,  be  it 
9 

10  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 

1 1  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  ban  the  treatment  with 

12  pentachlorophenol  of  new  poles  in  San  Francisco;  and,  be  it 
13 

14  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 

15  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  request  that  utility  companies  in 

16  San  Francisco  conduct  an  analysis  of  alternatives  to  poles  treated  with 

17  pentachlorophenol  and  provide  assurances  that  the  alternatives  are  environmentally 

18  friendly;  and,  be  it 
19 

20  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 

21  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  require  the  replacement  and 

22  safe  disposal  of  all  penta-treated  utility  poles  in  San  Francisco;  and,  be  it 
23 

24  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 

25  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  require  that  utility  companies  test 

26  soil  surrounding  penta-treated  utility  poles  and  remove  contaminated  soil;  and,  be  it 
27 
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Resolution  No.  018-00-COE  Pentachlorophenol 

November  20,  2000 

1     FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 
'V       2     Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  require  that  all  storage  sites  of 

3  treated  poles  are  covered  from  the  elements  of  weather,  until  such  time  as  they  are 

4  properly  disposed  of;  and,  be  it 
5 

6  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Board  of 

7  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  require  utility  companies  in  San 

8  Francisco  to  identify  locations  of  penta-treated  poles  and  alert  the  public  to  these 

9  locations  and  to  the  dangers  associated  with  penta-treated  poles. 


Commission  on  thie  Environment 


'1 


Id  If 
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ACTION 
INFORMATION 


^Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Special  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  >lovember  30,  2000 
6:00  p.m.,  Room  421,  City  Hall 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  6:07  p.m.  by 
Chairperson  Evans.  Commissioners  Evans,  Hayes,  and  Shah  were  present. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  October  26,  2000  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

The  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Hayes. 

3.  Solar  Sailor  Video 
The  Committee  watched  a  short  video  about  a  100  passenger  marine  vessel  in 
Australia,  "Solar  Sailor",  powered  by  a  combination  of  the  sun  and  the  wind.  The  four 
sources  of  power  for  the  vessel  include  solar,  wind,  battery,  and  a  backup  LPG  gas 
generator. 

4.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  01 3-00-COE  Clean  Ferry  System  ACTION 

The  Committee  unanimously  adopted  the  resolution  with  a  few  amendments.  Please 

contact  the  Department  of  the  Environment  for  the  amended  version. 

Comments: 

■  Russell  Long  of  Bluewater  Network  stated  that  testing  natural  gas  is  an  important 
step  in  developing  a  cleaner  ferry  system.  He  also  stated  that  a  "Cleaner  Marine 
Technology  Committee"  with  full-time  staff  should  set  up  the  natural  gas  ferry 
demonstration  project. 

■  Veronica  Sanchez  of  the  Port  expressed  her  view  that  the  Commission  on  the 
Environment's  process  to  develop  the  Clean  Ferry  System  resolution  was  unfair. 
She  also  stated  that  the  resolution  is  biased  against  diesel  and  that  more  studies 
are  necessary  before  that  assumption  can  be  made. 

■  David  Clark  stated  that  it  would  take  a  lot  of  Research  and  Development  to  get  the 
Coast  Guard  to  approve  a  natural  gas  vessel.  He  also  stated  that  there  is  a  20% 
performance  loss  with  natural  gas  and  that  the  demonstration  project  should  be 
expanded  to  include  other  technologies,  such  as  "green  diesel". 

■  Pip  Elles  of  Blue  and  Gold  Fleet  stated  that  the  Solar  Sailor  wouldn't  work  in  San 
Francisco  due  to  the  climate.  She  also  stated  that  she  disagrees  with  the  final 
resolved  clause  because  she  feels  that  the  Water  Transit  Authority  needs  time  to 
establish  itself  before  having  to  deal  with  a  mandate.  She  suggested  that  the 
Commission  focus  on  a  strong  emissions  reduction  strategy  instead. 

■  Marti  Robbins  stated  that  natural  gas  has  only  a  narrow  application  and  that  diesel 
technology  should  be  improved  because  diesel  will  still  be  used  in  the  future. 

■  Kevin  Shanahan  expressed  his  view  that  it  is  critical  to  have  a  collaborative  effort 
for  demonstration  projects. 
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■  Commissioner  Hayes  stated  that  natural  gas  is  not  an  alternative  fuel  and 
recommended  that  the  Commission  add  something  about  a  solar  or  wind  ferry 
demonstration  project  for  shorter  or  slower  routes  to  the  resolution.  He  expressed 
his  view  that  ferries  using  diesel  should  have  warnings  posted  about  the  health 
effects  of  diesel. 

■  Commissioner  Shah  directed  staff  to  determine  whether  the  Water  Transit  Authority 
has  a  deadline  to  submit  a  ferry  plan  to  the  legislature. 

5.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  018-00-COE  Pentachlorophenol  ACTION 

The  Committee  did  not  adopt  the  resolution.  The  Committee  decided  to  wait  for  a 
response  from  PG&E  regarding  several  questions  that  the  Department  asked  them 
about  their  use  of  penta  and  multiple  ownership  of  poles. 
Comments: 

■  Dan  Weltering,  an  environmental  consultant  on  behalf  of  penta  manufacturers, 
expressed  his  view  that  the  resolution  mistates  science  and  references  outdated 
sources.  Mr.  Weltering  provided  the  committee  with  a  report  about  penta.  He 
stated  that  the  health  risks  around  penta  are  negligible. 

■  Susan  Kegley  of  Pesticide  Action  Network  (PAN)  presented  some  of  her  concerns 
around  the  report  provided  by  the  penta  manufacturers.  She  stated  that  Mr. 
Woltering's  studies  are  only  risk  assessments.  She  also  stated  that  PAN's  motive  is 
to  protect  public  health. 

■  Lester  Olmstead-Rose  of  PG&E  suggested  four  options  to  the  Commission 
regarding  PG&E's  utility  poles:  1 )  The  creation  of  a  joint  pilot  project  to  test 
alternatives  to  penta-treated  poles;  2)  PG&E  could  stop  using  old  growth  wood  for 
utility  poles;  3)  PG&E  could  take  interim  measures  to  decrease  penta  exposure;  4) 
The  establishment  of  a  task  force  consisting  of  the  multiple  owners  of  utility  poles  to 
address  the  issues  around  penta. 

■  Commissioner  Evans  read  a  letter  that  she  had  received  from  the  Breast  Cancer 
Fund  in  support  of  the  penta  resolution. 

6.  Public  Comment.  There  were  no  public  comments  at  this  time. 


Adjournment.  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  8:25  p.m. 
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The  Meeting  of  the^lanning  and  Policy  Committee  of  the 
Commission  on  the  Environment 
scheduled  for  6:00  p.m.  thursday,  december  28,  2000 

IS  CANCELLED. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 
is  tentatively  scheduled  for 

Thursday,  January  25, 2000 
6:00  pm 

In  Room  421  of  City  Hall  in  San  Francisco 


Sraddha  Mehta 
Commission  Secretary 
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planning  &  Policy  Committee  Special  Meeting* 

Rebecca  Evans,  Chair  •'AN  -  3  ^G:.! 

Thursday, ^nuary  25,  2001  .  FRAMriQrn 

6:00  p.m..  Room  34,  City  Hall  ^^"^  hHANGISCO 

PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  November  30,  2000  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  ACTION 
Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  November  30,  2000  Planning  &  Policy 
Committee  Meeting** 

3.  Next  Steps  Regarding  Pentachlorophenol  DISCUSSION 

Explanatory  Document:  Letter  from  PG&E  Regarding  Penta  Questions** 

4.  Public  Comment 

ni-n^-01  AT  1  ••50  RCVD 

5.  Adjournment  01-0^  J '    '  ' 

*  Please  note  that  this  is  a  special  meeting  because  it  is  not  at  the  regular  location. 

♦*  Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 

California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's  webpage: 
www.ci.sfca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone 
number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  sraddha_mehta@ci.sfca. us  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 

Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

Public  Transportation  and  Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  Is  the 
Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van  Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  The 
meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center,  four 
blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister,  #19  Polk, 
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#21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line 
to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For 
nnore  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  parking  in 
the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and  adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the 
Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement 
equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available 
by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public, 
reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of 
the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations 
are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  FOR 
MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE.f/\DDED  BY  Ord.  265-93,  APP.  8/18/93;  AMENDED  BY  Ord.  292-95,  APP.  9/8/95) 


Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  ^ 


Robert  L.  Harris 

Vice  President 
Environmental  Affairs 
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Executive  Director 
Department  of  the  Environment 
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DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


JAN  -  3  ac^i 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


■115  973  3833 
Fax  4159731359 


Re:  Resolution  No.  018-00-COE  Pentachlorophenol 


Dear  Ms.  Vietor: 

Please  find  attached  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company's  response  to  your  letter  of 
November  22,  2000. 

We  are  happy  to  provide  our  best  summary  review  of  the  questions  you  raise 
regarding  utility  pole  usage,  especially  penta-treated  poles,  in  San  Francisco.  As  you  can 
see,  many  of  the  responses  refer  to  others  who  are  needed  to  provide  full  information  on  this 
subject. 

PG&E  does  not  have  unilateral  ability  to  address  this  issue.  Decisions  on  utility 
poles  are  made  collectively  with  joint  owners,  utility  pole  manufacturers,  and  regulatory 
agencies.  This  is  why  we  have  suggested  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment  create 
a  task  force  to  include  the  multiple  players  to  review  the  complex  issues  involved.  A  task 
force  would  be  in  a  better  position  to  identify  steps  to  evaluate  alternatives  to  treated-wood 
poles  or  develop  interim  measures  to  reduce  direct  contact  with  treated  poles. 

In  any  event,  we  continue  to  remain  ready  to  work  with  you  and  the  Commission  on 
this  issue  and  will,  in  fact,  continue  our  ongoing  review  of  alternatives  to  treated-wood 
poles  no  matter  the  outcome. 


Sincerely, 


cc:  Randy  Hayes,  President,  Commission  on  the  Environment 
Lester  Olmstead-Rose,  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 


Responses  to  Questions  regarding  Pentachlorophenol  Posed  By  The 
Department  of  the  Environment  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Following  are  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company's  (PG&E's)  responses  to  the  list  of  questions 
concerning  the  wood  preservative  pentachlorophenol  ("penta")  posed  by  letter  dated 
November  22.  2000  from  Francesca  Vietor,  Executive  Director  of  the  San  Francisco 
Department  of  the  Environment  to  Lester  Olmstead-Rose  of  PG&E. 

PG&E's  responses  are  given  below  by  category  of  the  request,  in  original  order. 
Regulation 

/.  JVhat  are  Prop  65  implications  for  penta  poles?  Do  they  need  labeling? 

Pentachlorophenol  is  one  of  over  600  items  identified  on  the  Governor's  list  of  chemicals 
"known  to  the  State  of  California"  to  cause  cancer,  birth  defects  or  other  reproductive  harm. 
The  Safe  Drinking  Water  and  Toxic  Enforcement  Act  of  1986  (Proposition  65)  requires 
warning  the  public  if  exposure  to  pentachlorophenol  would  exceed  the  "no  significant  nsk 
level"  (NSRL)  of  40  |ig/day  established  by  the  California  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
Exposures  to  pentachlorophenol-treated  utility  poles  are  below  the  Proposition  65  NSRL 
threshold  and  therefore  California  law  requires  no  warning. 

2.  What  is  EPA 's  policy  regarding  penta?  Will  EPA  re-register  penta? 

The  production  and  use  of  penta  is  regulated  by  U.S.  EPA  through  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA).  Under  EPA  regulations  promulgated  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  FIFRA,  all  of  the  major  wood  preservatives,  including  penta,  underwent  a 
regulatory  process  known  as  the  Rebuttable  Presumption  Against  Registration  (RPAR).  The 
RPAR  process  was  established  to  evaluate  the  risks  and  benefits  from  the  use  of  pesticides 
and  to  cancel  the  registration  of  products  without  a  positive  risk/benefit  relationship.  The 
RPAR  process  for  wood  preservatives  was  initiated  in  1978  and  continued  until  1986. 
During  this  period,  EPA  evaluated  all  available  information  concerning  the  human  health  and 
environmental  effects,  as  well  as  the  benefits  from  their  use,  of  pesticide  products.  Through 
this  process,  EPA  concluded  that  the  benefits  to  society  from  the  use  of  penta  wood 
preservatives  far  outweighed  the  risks,  and  penta  was  reregistered  for  outdoor  uses.  To 
minimize  the  risks  from  misuse  of  over-the-counter  preservative  products,  EPA  designated 
all  of  the  major  wood  preservative  systems  as  "restricted  use  pesticides".  Such  pesticides  can 
be  applied  only  by,  or  under  the  supervision  of,  a  trained  certified  pesticide  applicator. 

EPA  is  currently  evaluating  additional  data,  using  updated  test  methods,  concerning  the 
safety  of  penta  preservatives,  as  part  of  the  application  by  penta  manufacturers  to  continue  the 
registration  of  pentachlorophenol  wood  preservatives.  The  Department  of  the  Environment 


Responses  to  Pentachlorophenol  Questions  (Continued) 


may  wish  to  contact  EPA  directly  to  obtain  the  latest  information  on  the  status  of  the 
reregistration  process. 

3.  IVhat  are  the  state  laws  regarding  penta?  Is  penta-saturated  wood  considered  hazardous 
waste?  Are  penta-treated  wood  utility  poles  exempt? 

Treated  wood  products  which  are  not  reused  are  disposed  of  in  permitted  municipal  waste 
landfills  which  meet  the  liner  requirements  specified  in  Subtitle  D  (pertaining  to  non- 
hazardous  wastes)  of  the  federal  Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act.  Waste  penta- 
treated  wood  is  not  currently  a  hazardous  waste  according  to  U.S.  EPA  regulations,  and  may 
be  disposed  of  as  ordinary  solid  waste  under  federal  law. 

The  California  Department  of  Toxic  Substances  Control  (''DTSC")  has  determined  that 
treated  wood  "...possesses  mitigating  physical  and  chemical  characteristics  which  render  it 
insignificant  as  a  hazard  to  human  health  and  safety,  livestock,  and  wildlife  when  disposed  of 
in  a  municipal  solid  waste  landfill."  Accordingly,  DTSC  has  classified  as  nonhazardous 
treated  wood  products  which  would  otherwise  be  California  hazardous  waste  due  to 
exceedance  of  the  California  Total  Threshold  Limit  Concentration  for  pentachlorophenol. 

Ownership/Use 

/.  Who  uses  the  poles?  i.e.,  PG&E,  PacBell,  any  City  Departments,  DSL  companies? 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  Pacific  Bell,  AT&T  Cable  Services,  RCN  Corporation, 
WestStar  Cable  Services,  and  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  all  provide  service  to 
residents  in  San  Francisco  using  poles.  In  addition  to  the  standard  distribution  of  electricity, 
phone  and  cable  services  currently  serving  the  residents  of  San  Francisco,  approximately  35- 
40  percent  of  the  wood  poles  within  San  Francisco  are  used  for  public  service  street  lighting. 
Street  lights  installed  on  wood  poles  are  placed  there  at  the  request  of,  and  are  billed  to,  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  as  a  public  safety  measure.  In  addition,  various  fire  and 
public  safety  alarm  circuits  are  installed  on  certain  wood  poles  within  San  Francisco. 

Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  (an  operating  division  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission)  and  the  National  Park  Service  also  own  and  use  wood  poles  within  the  City  of 
San  Francisco. 

2.  Who  owns  or  has  jurisdiction  over  poles?  If  joint  use.  is  one  client  renting  from  another, 
or  is  it  common  property? 

Pursuant  to  General  Orders  95  and  165,  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  has 
primary  jurisdiction  over  the  installation,  use,  maintenance  and  inspection  of  utility  poles. 
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Poles  can  be  jointly  or  solely  owned  depending  on  individual  company  service  necessity.  On 
poles  which  are  jointly  owned,  the  electric  utility  which  is  the  joint  owner  may  rent  space  to 
other  electric  utilities,  while  the  communication  utility  owner  may  rent  space  to  other 
communication  companies.  This  translates  to  the  common  practice  of  PG&E  renting  space  to 
other  electric  utilities  {e.g.,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco)  and  Pacific  Bell  renting 
space  to  cable  television  or  broadband  companies.  Of  the  total  of  approximately  35,800 
PG&E  wood  poles  in  San  Francisco,  PG&E  is  a  joint  owner  with  Pacific  Bell  of 
approximately  22,000  poles  (61  percent). 

On  jointly  owned  poles,  the  property  is  shared  by  owners;  each  owner  may  rent  pole  space  to 
tenants  as  described  in  the  preceding  paragraph. 

Even  though  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ("CCSF")  withdrew  from  the  Northern 
California  Joint  Pole  Association  ("JPA")  several  years  ago,  CCSF  remains  a  joint  owner  on 
each  pole  under  the  JPA  until  that  pole  is  replaced  for  whatever  reason.  PG&E  estimates  that 
CCSF  is  a  joint  owner  with  PG&E  of  approximately  1,300  poles.  PG&E  does  not  have 
information  as  to  the  number  of  poles  CCSF  jointly  owns  with  other  utilities  such  as  Pacific 
Bell. 

3.  Who  decides  on  placement  of  poles? 

Decisions  on  placement  of  the  poles  are  generally  made  by  the  pole  owner  and  property 
owner,  and  usually  consider  such  factors  as  public  safety,  operational  needs,  access,  and 
various  permit  and  operational  requirements  established  by  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  and  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


4.  Who  owns  the  land  that  the  poles  are  on? 

The  ownership  of  land  on  which  poles  are  located  varies  with  the  type  and  ownership  of  the 
pole  and  the  circumstances  of  the  pole  placement.  In  many  cases,  poles  are  located  within  the 
franchise  area  established  by  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  or  within  utility 
easements  on  private  property. 

5.  How  many  penta poles  are  there  in  San  Francisco? 

PG&E's  last  count  of  penta  poles  in  San  Francisco  was  conducted  in  1997;  at  that  time  there 
were  18,622  penta-treated  wood  poles  in  San  Francisco  which  were  owned  either  solely  or 
jointly  by  PG&E. 
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6.  How  many  trees  are  used  annually  for  these  poles? 

PG&E  understands  this  question  to  refer  to  the  number  of  new  poles  installed  as  new  or 
replacement  poles  in  San  Francisco  each  year;  this  number  averages  100-200  poles  per  year. 

7.  What  is  the  life  expectancy  of  penta  poles?  The  alternatives? 

The  life  expectancy  of  penta-treated  wood  poles,  when  properly  installed  and  maintained,  is 
in  excess  of  40  years,  although  it  is  anticipated  that  the  life  expectancy  will  ultimately  prove 
to  be  considerably  longer  (to  60  or  70  years).  Penta  has  been  commercially  available  since 
1936,  and  has  been  the  dominant  preservative  of  wood  utility  poles  for  only  the  last  25  years 
or  so;  as  such,  baseline  data  on  the  life  expectancies  of  these  poles  are  not  yet  available. 

Life  expectancies  for  alternatives  to  penta-treated  poles  vary  with  pole  material  and 
treatment,  installation  factors  (soil  type  and  chemistry,  groundwater  elevation,  climate)  and 
the  quality  of  maintenance  received.  Alternative  preservatives  to  penta,  such  as  creosote  or 
metallic  compound  treatments,  provide  life  expectancies  roughly  equal  to  that  of  penta 
treatment.  PG&E  does  not  have  sufficient  operational  experience  with  steel  or  concrete  poles 
to  make  an  assessment  of  their  life  expectancy;  our  experience  does  indicate  that  the  life  of 
steel  poles,  even  when  the  pole  is  protected  with  a  galvanized  coating,  may  be  limited  by  the 
effects  of  electrolytic  corrosion.  Although  fiberglass  poles  have  not  been  in  long-term  use 
within  PG&E's  system,  the  experience  with  fiberglass  poles  to  date  suggests  that  they  may 
have  an  expected  life  approximately  equal  to  that  of  treated  wood  poles — perhaps  60  years  or 
more. 

8.  Does  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  underground  penta  poles?  Which  City 
department  is  responsible  for  undergrounding? 

The  provisions  for  the  undergrounding  of  electric  utility  distribution  equipment  are  set  forth 
under  Rule  20  of  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission.  Poles  are  not  used  within  the 
portion  of  utilities  placed  underground.  Within  San  Francisco,  undergrounding  of  utilities  is 
also  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission. 
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Disposal/Removai 

/.  How  are  penta-treated poles  currently  disposed  of?  Is  the  penta-treated  wood  reused  or 
treated  as  hazardous  waste? 

and, 

2.  What  is  the  proper  way  to  dispose  of  penta-treated  poles? 

Treated  wood  products  (poles,  crossarms)  which  cannot  be  reused  by  PG&E  may  be  offered 
to  third  parties  for  reuse  under  terms  of  an  agreement  executed  between  PG&E  and  the 
receiving  party.  Poles  are  typically  reused  in  applications  where  the  use  of  treated  wood  is 
indicated,  such  as  deck  foundations,  fencing,  and  other  ground  contact  applications.  The 
agreement  between  PG&E  and  the  receiving  party  provides  specific  notice  to  the  recipient 
that  the  treated  wood  products  have  been  treated  with  chemicals,  may  release  toxic 
substances  when  burned,  and  that  the  products  must  not  be  burned.  The  recipient  is  further 
cautioned  to  take  the  reasonable  precautions  of  avoiding  prolonged  skin  contact  with  the 
treated  wood  or  inhaling  sawdust  from  the  treated  wood. 

The  majority  of  penta-treated  wood  poles  on  PG&E's  system  are  transferred  to  third  parties 
for  reuse  as  described  above.  In  San  Francisco,  however,  most  wood  poles  are  disposed  of 
following  their  removal  from  service  due  to  the  fact  that  the  local  demand  for  such  poles  is 
limited. 

Poles  that  are  not  transferred  for  reuse  are  disposed  of  as  non-hazardous  waste  in  permitted 
municipal  solid  waste  landfills  (please  refer  to  the  response  to  Question  3  under  "Regulation" 
above). 

3.  What  are  costs  and  issues  relating  to  disposal  of  penta-tainted  dirt? 

PG&E  does  not  generate  waste  soils  containing  penta  residues  at  a  level  which  would  require 
special  disposal  considerations.  In  California,  waste  soil  containing  penta  at  concentrations 
of  17  milligrams/kilogram  (parts  per  million)  or  higher,  or  which  has  an  extractable  penta 
concentration  of  1.7  milligrams/liter  or  greater  using  the  California  waste  extraction  test, 
generally  must  be  managed  and  disposed  of  as  a  hazardous  waste. 
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4.  Are  there  any  areas  in  San  Francisco  that  should  be  targeted  for  removal  first  (i.e.,  poles 
near  schools)  ? 

This  question  assumes  that  certain  existing  exposures  to  in-service  penta  treated  poles  have 
been  determined  to  be  unsafe,  or  less  safe  than  other  exposures.  PG&E  is  unaware  that  such 
determination  has  been  made  by  any  environmental  regulatory  agency. 

Alternatives/Costs 

/.  What  alternatives  to  penta  are  available?  If  the  alternatives  are  not  wood  poles,  then  do 
they  serve  their  purpose  as  well  as  wood  poles?  Are  they  safe? 

Alternative  wood  preservative  methods  to  treating  with  penta  include  creosote,  chromated 
copper  or  zinc  arsenate  preparations,  and  copper  naphthenate  solutions. 

Alternative  pole  materials  include  steel,  concrete  and  spun  or  extruded/pultruded  fiberglass. 
Each  of  these  alternatives  possesses  its  own  set  of  advantages  and  drawbacks.  For  example, 
steel  and  concrete  poles  generally  require  specialized  equipment  for  drilling  and  installation. 
Concrete  poles  are  not  subject  to  decay  or  rot  cis  are  wood  poles,  but  are  far  heavier  and  more 
difficult  to  handle  and  to  climb.  Concrete  poles  also  may  be  subject  to  internal  deterioration 
which  may  be  difficult  to  detect.  Certain  applications  (along  roadways,  for  example)  may  not 
be  suitable  for  concrete  pole  installation.  Steel  poles  are  fairly  lightweight  as  compared  to 
wood  or  concrete,  but  their  service  life  may  be  limited  by  electrolytic  corrosion;  steel  poles 
also  pose  a  significant  safety  concern  because  of  their  high  electric  conductivity.  Treated 
wood  poles  offer  the  advantage  of  long  service  life  and  ease  of  climbing,  but  require  initial 
preservative  treatment  and  continued  inspection  and,  where  necessary,  in-service  treatment 
with  chemical  preservatives.  Fiberglass  poles  offer  significant  advantages  in  weight 
reduction  and  minimization  of  on-going  maintenance  costs,  but  are  not  as  easy  to  climb  using 
common  climbing  gear  and  methods — a  key  consideration  where  access  to  bucket  trucks  and 
aerial  lifts  is  not  available. 

In  short,  there  is  no  perfect  pole  material  for  all  applications.  The  decision  on  which  material 
is  appropriate  for  a  given  application  must  consider  a  variety  of  factors,  including  safety, 
environmental  impacts,  weight,  estimated  life,  maintenance  needs,  accessibility,  ease  of 
climbing,  and  material  and  installation  costs.  It  is  often  helpful  to  consider  '"life  cycle"  costs 
and  impacts  when  choosing  a  pole  material.  Life  cycle  costs  include  the  costs  of  purchase 
and  installation,  costs  of  ongoing  maintenance,  removal  costs,  salvage  value  and  costs  of 
disposal.  Life  cycle  impacts  include  environmental  and  safety  impacts  of  the  manufacturing 
and  distribution  of  the  material,  as  well  as  impacts  from  its  use  and  disposal. 
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2.  How  have  these  alternatives  worked  for  cities  that  have  switched?  Review  case  studies 
and  talk  to  utility  companies  that  have  been  successful. 

PG&E  has  not  seen  any  case  studies  regarding  long-term  experience  with  alternative  pole 
materials.  Informal  discussions  with  other  utilities  which  have  used  alternative  pole 
materials  reinforce  the  conclusion  that  no  pole  material  is  entirely  free  from  drawbacks  in  one 
or  more  aspects  of  safety,  performance,  or  cost. 

PG&E  will  continue  to  review  all  available  information  concerning  experiences  of  other 
utilities  with  alternative  pole  materials  as  it  explores  the  possible  uses  of  such  materials  on  its 
own  system. 

3.  What  are  the  costs  of  the  alternatives  and  the  costs  of  treated  wood  poles? 
Representative  material  costs  for  similar  sized  poles  are  as  follows: 


Installation  costs  are  generally  lower  for  wood  poles  than  for  steel  or  concrete  poles,  since  the 
latter  usually  require  the  use  of  specialized  drilling  and  installation  equipment. 

4.  How  much  would  it  cost  to  remove  and  replace  penta-treated poles  in  San  Francisco? 
IVhat  are  the  disposal  costs? 

The  cost  of  material  and  labor  to  perform  a  routine  replacement  of  a  wood  pole  on  PG&E's 
system  in  San  Francisco  is  approximately  $12,000-$  15,000.  This  cost  can  increase 
substantially  when  the  replacement  is  complicated  by  traffic  restrictions,  limited  access  and 
the  existence  of  various  attachments  on  the  pole — all  of  which  are  typical  conditions  in  a 
densely  developed  urban  setting  such  as  San  Francisco.  Assuming  a  highly  conservative 
average  replacement  cost  of  $12,000  per  pole,  the  cost  to  remove  and  replace  all  of  PG&E's 
penta-treated  poles  in  San  Francisco  is  well  in  excess  of  $200  million.  This  estimate  does  not 
include  the  cost  to  remove  and  replace  the  penta  treated  poles  in  San  Francisco  owned  by 
other  entities,  such  as  Pacific  Bell,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  the  National 
Park  Service. 

The  cost  to  dispose  of  penta-treated  wood  poles  removed  from  service  would  depend  on  the 
proportion  of  such  poles  which  is  conveyed  to  individuals  for  reuse  in  applications  where 
treated  wood  is  indicated.  Disposal  costs  for  penta-treated  poles  differ  among  the  landfills 
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receiving  the  pole,  but  typically  are  in  the  range  of  $100-5120  per  ton,  including 
transportation  and  bin  rental  charges. 

PG&E 

/.  How  does  PG&E  prolong  the  life  of  wood  utility  poles?  What  are  poles  not  treated  with 
pent  a  treated  with? 

PG&E's  ongoing  wood  pole  maintenance  program  includes  inspecting  each  pole  in  its 
electric  distribution  system  on  a  1 0-year  cycle,  in  accordance  with  California  Public  Utility 
Commission  requirements.  In  inspecting  each  pole,  it  is  assumed  that  the  pole  is  still 
receiving  the  benefit  of  the  original  factory  treatment  if  the  pole  is  10  years  old  or  newer,  and 
such  poles  receive  only  visual  inspections  and  sounding  inspections  (striking  the  pole  with  a 
hammer  at  various  points  on  the  pole).  Poles  older  than  10  years  receive  an  intrusive 
inspection,  in  which  reservoirs  are  drilled  into  the  pole  and  measurements  are  taken  internally 
to  determine  whether  the  pole  has  enough  serviceable  wood  remaining  to  benefit  from 
treatment.  If  the  pole  passes  both  the  intrusive  and  sounding  inspections,  the  reservoirs  are 
filled  with  a  product  containing  metam-sodium  (N-methyldithiocarbamate),  which  will 
inhibit  the  growth  of  fiingi  for  approximately  1 0  years. 

In  addition  to  the  intrusive  inspection,  all  poles  older  than  10  years  which  are  set  in  soil 
receive  an  excavated  inspection  to  check  the  pole  butt  below  ground  for  rot  or  deterioration. 
During  this  inspection,  dirt  and  any  residual  deteriorated  wood  is  brushed  or  chipped  off  the 
exposed  portion  of  the  pole.  A  copper  naphthenate  paste  is  then  applied  to  the  exposed  wood 
to  provide  protection  from  rot  and  decay.  The  paste  is  covered  with  a  plastic-lined  heavy 
kraft  paper,  and  the  soil  is  returned  to  the  excavation.  PG&E  does  not  apply 
pentachlorophenol  to  in-service  utility  poles. 

Alternative  wood  preservative  methods  to  treating  with  penta  include  creosote,  chromated 
copper  or  zinc  arsenate  preparations,  and  copper  naphthenate  solutions. 

2.  PG&E's  letter  to  the  Commission  states  that  its  use  of penta-treated  utility  poles  in  San 
Francisco  is  safe  for  the  public,  its  employees,  and  the  environment.  Does  PG&E  have 
toxicological  data  on  penta  to  support  this  claim? 

PG&E's  statement  is  based  on  the  conclusions  of  environmental  regulatory  agencies  who, 
having  reviewed  the  available  information  concerning  pentachlorophenol,  and  the  human 
health  and  environmental  effects  and  benefits  from  its  use,  have  registered  it  for  use  as  a 
preservative  for  utility  poles.  The  California  Department  of  Pesticide  Regulation  has  issued  a 
regulatory  notice  for  pentachlorophenol  which  concludes  that,  using  current  toxicity  and 
exposure  data,  the  calculated  margins  of  safety  are  greater  than  values  conventionally 
considered  to  be  protective  of  human  health. 
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3.  Who  supplies  penta  poles  to  PG&E? 

PG&E's  current  supplier  of  all  poles  is  McFarland  Cascade,  with  headquarters  in  Tacoma, 
Washington.  McFarland  Cascade  operates  utility  pole  treating  plants  in  Tacoma,  Washington 
and  Eugene,  Oregon. 

4.  IVhat  are  the  operational  and  maintenance  requirements  for  penta  poles,  including 
ongoing  treatment?  What  about  for  alternatives? 

Please  refer  to  the  response  to  Question  1  under  "PG&E"  above  for  a  discussion  of  the 
maintenance  and  ongoing  treatment  requirements  for  penta  poles. 

Ongoing  maintenance  of  steel  and  fiberglass  poles  involves  inspection  for  corrosion  or  the 
loss  of  the  galvanized  protective  coating  of  steel  poles,  and  for  flaking  or  "peeling"  of 
fiberglass  poles. 

5.  What  has  PG&E  done  on  the  penta  issue?  In  San  Francisco?  Elsewhere? 

PG&E  has  not  performed  removal  of  pentachlorophenol-treated  poles,  excepting  those 
removed  in  the  course  of  normal  maintenance,  at  any  locations  within  its  service  territory. 
PG&E  continues  to  evaluate  alternative  pole  materials  (please  refer  to  the  response  to 
Question  I  under  "Alternatives/Costs"  above)  and  supports  studies  of  the  potential 
environmental  and  human  health  issues  associated  with  the  use  of  penta  preservatives. 

6.  Has  there  been  soil  testing  for  penta  in  San  Francisco  by  PG&E? 

PG&E  has  not  tested  soil  in  the  vicinity  of  wood  poles  in  San  Francisco  for  the  presence  of 
pentachlorophenol.  Studies  of  soils  in  the  vicinity  of  in-service  penta-treated  wood  poles  at 
180  locations  throughout  the  United  States  were  conducted  in  1997  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Electric  Power  Research  Institute  (EPRI)  {Pole  Preservatives  in  Soils  Adjacent  to  In-Service 
Utility  Poles  in  the  United  States,  EPRI  Report  TR- 108598,  December  1997). 
Approximately  2000  of  the  7100  soil  samples  collected  (28  percent)  in  the  EPRI  study  had  no 
detectable  pentachlorophenol,  and  about  4800  samples  (68  percent)  had  pentachlorophenol 
concentrations  equal  to  or  less  than  1  milligram/kilogram  (mg/kg).  Over  85  percent  of  the 
penta  concentrations  found  in  soil  in  the  EPRI  study  were  below  10  mg/kg,  and  only  5 
percent  were  over  100  mg/kg.  Penta  soil  concentrations  were  shown  to  decrease 
exponentially  with  distance  from  the  pole. 
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7.  Which  alternatives  to  penta  poles  have  been  actively  explored  by  PG&E? 

Please  refer  to  the  responses  to  Question  7  under  "'OwnershipAJse"  and  Question  1  under 
"Alternatives/Costs"  above. 

PG&E  is  currently  evaluating  the  use  of  fiberglass  poles  which  have  been  installed  at 
approximately  100  locations  throughout  its  service  territory. 

8.  IVhat  would  it  cost  to  replace  San  Francisco 's  penta  poles? 

Please  refer  to  the  response  to  Question  4  under  "Alternatives/Costs"  above. 

9.  Would  PG&E  be  willing  to  put  together  a  plan  and  schedule  to  replace  all  penta  poles  in 
San  Francisco? 

PG&E  is  willing  to  work  in  good  faith  with  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  and  with 
the  Department  of  the  Environment  as  part  of  a  task  force  of  all  stakeholders — pole  ov,Tiers, 
pole  users,  regulatory  agencies,  and  citizens'  groups — to  address  environmental  concerns 
over  the  use  of  pentachlorophenol-treated  utility  poles.  As  part  of  that  effort,  PG&E  is 
prepared  to  share  its  findings  with  regard  to  the  use  of  alternatives  to  wood  poles,  to  explore 
ways  to  enhance  our  experience  with  non-wood  poles,  and  to  engage  in  a  productive  dialogue 
designed  to  bring  about  a  consensus  approach  to  this  issue.  PG&E  looks  forward  to  being  a 
participant  in  such  a  process. 
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^^inutes 

JPIanning  &  Policy  Committee  Special  Meeting 

'  Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 

Thursday,  ^nuaiy  25,  2001 
6:00  p.m..  Room  34,  City  Hall 

Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  6:05  p.m.  by 
Commissioner  Hay^s.  Commissioners  Hayes  and  Shah  were  present.  Commissioner 
Evans  was  absent. 

Adoption  of  Minutes  of  November  30,  2000  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting. 

The  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Shah. 
Next  Steps  Regarding  Pentachlorophenol.  Executive  Director  Vietor  recommended 
that  the  Committee  expand  the  resolution  to  cover  all  chemically-treated  wood  utility 
poles  rather  than  just  penta-treated  poles.  The  first  phase  of  the  resolution  would  call 
for  a  feasibility  study  of  alternative  materials  and  a  life  cycle  analysis  of  the  different 
types  of  poles.  Utility  companies  and  other  stakeholders  would  also  be  asked  to  cover 
lower  portions  of  existing  poles  located  within  100  feet  of  schools  or  parks  and  to 
present  an  annual  report  to  the  Commission  on  the  number  and  location  of  poles  that 
were  replaced,  including  the  replacement  material  selected.  As  a  result  of  the  first 
phase,  the  second  phase  of  the  resolution  would  be  to  ban  the  installation  of  chemically- 
treated  wood  utility  poles  in  San  Francisco. 
Comments: 

•  Dennis  Hayward  of  the  Western  Wood  Preservers  Institute  stated  that  wood  from 
managed  forests  is  not  old  growth.  He  introduced  a  statement  into  the  record  about 
cost  and  performance  of  alternatives  to  wood  poles.  He  also  stated  that  there  are 
environmental  disadvantages  to  these  alternatives. 

•  Susan  Kegley  of  Pesticide  Action  Network  stated  that  zinc  napthanate  is  less  toxic 
than  some  of  the  other  wood  preservatives  and  questioned  why  it  is  not  used  more. 

•  A  PG&E  representative  stated  that  PG&E  would  like  to  participate  in  the  study  of 
alternatives.  He  expressed  his  view  that  there  should  be  a  working  group  with  a 
broad  membership  and  recommended  that  the  Commission  should  be  the  center 
force. 

•  A  PacBell  representative  stated  that  cable  companies  and  other  users  of  utility 
poles  should  be  included  in  these  discussions.  She  stated  that  she  would  provide 
the  Commission  with  a  list  of  telecom  companies  that  should  be  included. 

•  Herbert  Streicher  stated  that  he  would  send  the  Commission  information  on  a 
related  Canadian  study. 

Public  Comment. 

Adjournment,  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:15  p.m. 
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4  Notice  &  Agenda 
^Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,^arch  22,  2001 
6:00  p.m.,  Room  421,  City  Hall 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  January  25,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  January  25,  2001  Planning  &  Policy 
Committee  Meeting* 

3.  Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  004-01 -COE  Wood 
Preservatives 

Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Resolution  No.  004-01 -COE  Wood 
Preservatives* 

4.  Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  005-01 -COE  Batteries 

Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Resolution  No.  005-01 -COE  Batteries* 

5.  Public  Comment 

Adjournment 

*  Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 

California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's  webpage: 
www.ci.sfca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone 
number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  sraddha_mehta@ci.sf.ca.us  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 
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ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 


Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person{s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 
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11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telephone  (415)554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us 


Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center, 
four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister, 
#19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71 
Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and 
Market  and  Civic  Center.  The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van 
Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call 
923-6142.  There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas, 
audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and 
hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE 
ORDINANCE  OR  TO  REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE 
SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City 
Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  941 02-4683  Phone:  (415) 
554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854  E-mail:  Donna_Hail@ci.sf.ca.us 
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1  DRAFT  RESOLUTION  NO.  004-01-COE  March  22,  2001 

2  [Wood  Preservatives] 
3 

4  URGING  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  TO  URGE  PG&E,  PACIFIC 

5  BELL,  AND  MANUFACTURERS  OF  NON-WOOD  UTILITY  POLES  TO  CONDUCT  A 

6  FEASIBILITY  STUDY  OF  ALTERNATIVES  TO  CHEMICALLY  TREATED  WOOD 

7  UTILITY  POLES  AND  TO  URGE  PG&E,  PACIFIC  BELL,  AND  THE  CITY  TO  TAKE 

8  STEPS  TO  PROTECT  PUBLIC  HEALTH  AND  THE  ENVIRONMENT  FROM  WOOD 

9  PRESERVATIVES  IN  UTILITY  POLES. 
10 

1 1  WHEREAS,  In  1999,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  adopted  an  Environmentally 

1 2  Preferable  Purchasing  Ordinance  stating  that  it  shall  be  the  policy  of  the  City  to  aggressively 

1 3  pursue  the  goal  of  reducing  the  health  and  environmental  impact  of  products  used  in  its 

14  operations';  and, 
15 

16  WHEREAS,  in  1996,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  adopted  an  Integrated  Pest 

1 7  Management  Ordinance  mandating  that  San  Francisco  minimize  its  pesticide  use  and  reduce  the 

1 8  negative  impact  of  pesticides  on  people  and  the  environment^;  and, 
19 

20  WHEREAS,  the  Integrated  Pest  Management  Ordinance  does  not  currently  include  any  wood 

21  preservatives  on  the  "Approved  List  of  Reduced  Risk  Pesticides"  for  San  Francisco;  and, 
22 

23  WHEREAS,  wood  preservatives  constitute  the  single  largest  pesticide  use  in  the  US,  accounting 

24  for  nearly  700  million  pounds  annually ^  and, 

^  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Cliapter21F  Environmentally  Preferable  Purchasing 
^  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  39  San  Francisco  Integrated  Pest  Management 
Program 

^  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Office  of  Pesticides,  November  1999.  Pesticides 
Industry  Sales  and  Usage:  1996  and  1997  Market  Estimates,  US  EPA.  U.S.  Usage  of 
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WHEREAS,  EPA's  Inventory  of  Sources  of  Dioxin  in  the  United  States  notes  that  treated  wood  is 
a  large  potential  source  of  dioxin  in  the  environment'';  and, 


WHEREAS,  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  have  adopted  resolutions  urging  the  elimination  of  dioxin  pollution^; 
and. 


WHEREAS,  the  US  EPA  has  classified  Pentachlorophenol  (Penta),  the  most  commonly  used 
wood  preservative,  as  a  Group  B2,  probable  human  carcinogen^;  and, 


WHEREAS,  the  contaminants  of  Penta,  namely  dioxins,  furans,  and  hexachlorobenzene  (HCB) 
are  all  recognized  as  carcinogens,  mutagens,  teratogens,  and  endocrine  disruptors^;  and, 


WHEREAS,  Penta  is  banned  in  26  countries  due  to  health  or  environmental  risks  ;  and, 


Conventional  and  Other  Types  of  Pesticides  1996  / 1997  Estimates. 

http://www.epa.gov/oppbead1/pestsales/97pestsales/table4_5.htm.  EPA  Contract  No.  733-R-99- 
001 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  National  Center  for  Environmental  Assessment,  Office 
of  Research  and  Development,  1998.  Report  on  the  Meeting  to  Peer  Review  "The  Inventory  of 
Sources  of  Dioxin  in  the  United  States"  Final  Report.  EPA  Contract  No.  68-D5-0028. 
http://www.epa.gov/nceawww1/pdfs/dioxin/dioxinpr.pdf 

^  Commission  on  the  Environment,  Resolution  No.  021-98-COE.  Dioxin,  Public  Health,  and  the 
Environment.  Board  of  Supervisors,  Resolution  No.  246-99.  Dioxin. 
^  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Integrated  Risk  Information  System  (IRIS)  on 
Pentachlorophenol  and  Creosote.  Environmental  Criteria  and  assessment  Office,  Office  of  Heath 
and  Environmental  Assessment,  Office  of  Research  and  Development,  Cincinnati,  OH.  1993. 
http://www.epa. gov/ngispgm3/'ris/subst/0360.htm#ll. 

^  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  ,  National  Center  for  Environmental  Assessment 
website,  URL:  http://www.epa.gov/ncea/dioxin.htm  ;  Mukerjee,  D,  Health  Impact  of 
Polychlorinated  Dibenzo-p-dioxins:  A  Critical  Review,  J.  Air  &  Waste  Manage.  Assoc.  48:  157- 
165,  (1998);  Etoxnet  PIP  Hexachlorobenzene,  URL:  http://ace.orst.edu/cai- 
bin/mfs/01  /pips/hexachlo.htm:  World  Wildlife  Fund,  1996.  Known  and  Suspected  Hormone 
Disrupters  List,  URL:  http://www.wwfcanada.org/hormone-disruptors/science/edclist.html. 
*  From  -  Pesticide  Action  Network,  "1995  Demise  of  the  Dirty  Dozen,"  and  United  Nations, 
"Consolidated  List  of  Products  Whose  Consumption  and/or  Sale  Have  Been  Banned,  Withdrawn, 
Severely  Restricted  or  Not  Approved  by  Governments,"  Fifth  Issue,  1994. 
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1 

2  WHEREAS,  the  US  EPA  has  classified  Creosote,  another  common  wood  preservative,  as  a 

3  Group  B 1 ,  probable  human  carcinogen;  and, 
4 

5  WHEREAS,  at  least  3 14  Superfund  or  chemical  waste  sites  in  the  United  States  have  been 

6  contaminated  with  Penta  and  3 1  Superfund  sites  have  been  contaminated  with  Creosote^;  and, 
7 

8  WHEREAS,  the  handling  of  chemically  treated  wood  utility  poles  and  the  retreatment  of  existing 

9  chemically  treated  wood  utility  poles  could  expose  the  public  to  serious  health  hazards;  and, 
10 

1 1  WHEREAS,  The  Energy  Cooperative  in  Newark,  Ohio  over  the  past  seven  years  has  replaced  all 

1 2  its  wood  poles  with  recycled  steel  poles,  illustrating  that  viable  alternatives  to  treated  wood  poles 

13  are  feasible'";  and, 
14 

1 5  WHEREAS,  PG&E  and  Pacific  Bell  own  the  majority  of  the  chemically  treated  wood  utility 

1 6  poles  in  San  Francisco;  now,  therefore  be  it 
17 

1 8  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

1 9  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  PG&E,  Pacific  Bell,  and 

20  manufacturers  of  non-wood  utility  poles,  including  steel,  fiberglass,  and  concrete  utility  pole 

21  manufacturers,  to  conduct  a  feasibility  study,  within  three  months  of  the  passage  of  this 

22  resolution,  of  alternatives  to  chemically  treated  wood  utility  poles,  including  an  analysis  of  the 

23  effectiveness  of  wrapping  chemically  treated  wood  poles  to  prevent  leaching  of  chemicals  mto 

24  the  environment,  a  plan  for  the  safe  disposal  of  chemically  treated  wood  poles,  and  an 

^  Agency  for  Toxic  Substance  and  Disease  Registry,  1999.  Site  Containment  Query,  URL: 
http://atsdr1  .atsdr.cdc.gov:8080/gsql/sitecontam.script?in_cas=pentachlorophenol&in_cas3= 
^°  Feldman,  Jay  and  Kidd,  Greg  J.D.  Campaign  to  Stop  Poison  Poles,  Pesticides  and  You, 
Vol.19,  No.  4  1999  -  2000.  Personal  Correspondence  with  Tom  Wilks  of  the  Energy  Cooperative 
of  Newark,  Ohio.  (740)  344-4087. 
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explanation  as  to  why  alternatives  to  chemically  treated  wood  poles  cannot  be  used  in  particular 
situations;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  that  PG&E  and  Pacific  Bell 
cover  the  first  five  feet  above  ground  level  of  all  existing  chemically  treated  wood  poles  owned 
by  them  that  are  located  within  100  feet  of  any  school,  daycare  center,  or  park;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  that  PG&E  and  Pacific  Bell 
present  an  annual  report  to  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  on  the  number  and  location  of 
poles  that  were  replaced,  including  the  types  of  replacement  poles  that  were  installed;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  ban  the  use  of  utility  poles  made 
from  old  growth  wood  or  tropical  timber;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  that  all  storage  sites  within 
San  Francisco  of  treated  poles  must  be  covered  from  the  elements  of  weather. 
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Resolution  No.  005-01 -COE 
Batteries 
Marcin  22,  2001 

1  Resolution  No.  005-01-COE  March  22,  200 1 

2  [Batteries] 
3 

4  URGING  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  TO  REQUIRE  THAT  CITY 

5  DEPARTMENTS  ONLY  PURCHASE  AND  USE  RECHARGEABLE  BATTERIES,  EXCEPT  IN  SUCH 

6  CASES  WHERE  RECHARGEABLE  BATTERIES  WOULD  NOT  BE  A  RELIABLE  SUBSTITUTE. 
7 

8  WHEREAS,  the  Sustainability  Plan  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  establishes  the  goal  of 

9  minimizing  risks  to  human  health  and  the  environment  by  striving  to  eliminate  hazardous  materials  and 
1 0  hazardous  waste;  and, 

11 

1 2  WHEREAS,  batteries  containing  mercury,  silver,  cadmium,  lithium,  or  other  heavy  metals  as  their  main 

) 

1 3  components  are  toxic,  hazardous  materials;  and, 
14 

1 5  WHEREAS,  most  batteries  are  discarded  with  ordinary  municipal  solid  waste  rather  than  treated  as 

1 6  hazardous  waste;  and, 
17 

1 8  WHEREAS,  in  landfills,  the  heavy  metals  in  batteries  have  the  potential  to  leach  into  soil,  ground  water, 

1 9  and  surface  water;  and, 
20 

21  WHEREAS,  when  incinerated,  heavy  metals  can  enter  the  atmosphere  and  concentrate  in  the  ash  and 

22  leach  into  the  environment  and  food  chain';  and, 
23 

^  U.S.  EPA.  1997.  Implementation  of  the  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management 

)  Act.  EPA530-K-97-009. 
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WHEREAS,  possible  health  effects  associated  with  ingestion  or  inhalation  of  water,  food,  or  air  that  has 
been  contaminated  with  high  levels  of  heavy  metals  range  from  headaches  and  abdominal  discomfort  to 
seizures,  cancer,  comas,  and  even  death^;  and. 


WHEREAS,  small,  round  "button  cell"  battenes  contain  mercury,  silver,  cadmium,  lithium,  or  other 
heavy  metals  as  their  main  component;  and, 


WHEREAS,  the  goal  of  the  Battery  Act  of  1996  is  to  phase  out  the  use  of  mercury  in  batteries  and 
provide  for  the  efficient,  cost-effective  collection,  recycling  or  proper  disposal  of  used  nickel  cadmium 
batteries  (Ni-Cd),  small  sealed  lead-acid  batteries  (SSLA),  and  certain  other  batteries^;  and, 

WHEREAS,  some  rechargeable  batteries  can  recharge  up  to  1,000  times'*  and,  therefore  substitute  for 
hundreds  of  single-use  batteries  over  its  useful  life^;  and, 


WHEREAS,  Ni-Cd  rechargeable  batteries  were  estimated  to  represent  approximately  75%  of  the 
cadmium  found  in  municipal  solid  waste  in  1995^;  and, 

WHEREAS,  80  percent  of  rechargeable  batteries  are  currently  composed  of  nickel  and  cadmium^,  metals 
which  can  leach  into  the  environment  when  discarded  with  ordinary  municipal  solid  waste;  and, 


^  U.S.  EPA.  1997.  Implementation  of  the  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management 
Act.  EPA530-K-97-009. 

^  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management  Act.  Pub.  L.  No.  104-142.  (May  13,  1996) 
*  U.S.  EPA.  1997.  Implementation  of  the  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management 
Act.  EPA530-K-97-009. 

^  U.S.  EPA.  1997.  Implementation  of  the  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management 
Act.  EPA530-K-97-009. 

^  U.S.  EPA.  1997.  Implementation  of  the  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management 
Act.  EPA530-K-97-009. 

^  U.S.  EPA.  1997.  Implementation  of  the  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management 
Act.  EPA530-K-97-009. 
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Resolution  No.  005-01 -COE 
Batteries 
March  22,  2001 

1 

2  WHEREAS,  rechargeable  alkaline  batteries  and  rechargeable  nickel  metal  hydride  batteries  offer  high 

3  power,  but  are  nontoxic  and  are  not  prone  to  the  "memory  effect"*  that  Ni-Cd  rechargeable  batteries  are 

4  susceptible  to;  and 
5 

6  WHEREAS,  rechargeable  alkaline  batteries  are  available  in  a  variety  of  sizes,  which  make  them 

7  appropriate  for  most  household  devices,  such  as  pagers,  flashlights,  cameras,  stereos,  etc.  and 

8  rechargeable  nickel  metal  hydride  batteries  provide  high  performance  in  high  drain  devices  and  can  be 

9  recharged  up  to  1000  times;  and, 
10 

1 1  WHEREAS,  several  states  require  that  manufacturers  and  marketers  of  rechargeable  batteries  and 

1 2  rechargeable  battery  powered  products  implement  a  program  to  inform  consumers  of  the  disposal  laws  of 

1 3  rechargeable  batteries,  ensure  batteries  and  products  are  labeled  to  show  electrolyte  and  disposal  options, 

1 4  and  properly  collect,  transport,  and  recycle  or  dispose  of  the  batteries  and  products;  now,  therefore  be  it, 
15 

1 6  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of 

1 7  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  require  that  any  City  department  seekmg  to  purchase  batteries 

1 8  shall  require,  as  part  of  the  standards  or  specifications  for  procurement  of  batteries,  that  the  bidders  offer 

1 9  rechargeable  batteries,  with  preference  given  to  rechargeable  alkaline  batteries  and  rechargeable  nickel 

20  metal  hydride  batteries,  to  the  maximum  extent  possible  within  the  performance  standards  required  by  the 

21  contract;  and,  be  it 
22 

23  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

24  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  require  that  any  City  department  specifying 

*  The  memory  effect  is  when  batteries  get  substantially  shorter  service  life  on  each  subsequent  charge  if 
they  are  not  fully  drained  prior  to  recharging. 
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i\/larcli  22,  2001 

1  nonrechargeable  batteries  shall  set  forth  the  performance  standards  required  to  be  met  necessitatmg  the 

2  purchase  of  a  nonrechargeable  product,  and  shall  certify  that  rechargeable  battenes  are  unavailable  to 

3  meet  the  contract  requirements'';  and,  be  it 
4 

5  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  all  City  departments  to 

6  participate  in  the  City's  battery  recycling  program;  and,  be  it 
7 

8  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

9  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  require  that  manufacturers  and  marketers  of 

1 0  rechargeable  batteries  and  rechargeable  battery  powered  products  sold  in  San  Francisco  develop  and 

1 1  implement  a  program  to  inform  consumers  about  proper  disposal  of  battenes,  ensure  batteries  and 

1 2  products  are  labeled  to  show  disposal  options,  and  properly  collect,  transport,  and  recycle  the  batteries 

1 3  and  products;  and,  be  it 
14 

1 5  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Hazardous  Waste 

1 6  Management  Program  of  the  Solid  Waste  Management  Program  to  coordinate  an  outreach  program  for 

1 7  businesses,  residents,  and  City  departments  to  inform  them  about  the  recycling  and  proper  disposal  of 

1 8  batteries;  and,  be  it 
19 

20  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

21  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  the  State  of  California  to  consider  legislation 

22  that  would  institute  a  deposit  system  for  nonrechargeable  batteries. 


^  Performance  standards  and  specifications  shall  bear  reasonable  relation  to  the  function  or  intended  end 
use  of  the  product. 
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Minutes 

Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  March  22,  2001 
6:00  p.m.,  Room  421,  City  Hall 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  6:06  p.m.  by 
Commissioner  Evans.  Commissioners  Hayes,  Evans,  and  Shah  were  present. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  January  25,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

The  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Hayes. 

3.  Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  005-01 -COE  Batteries 

This  item  was  taken  out  of  order.  The  Committee  decided  not  to  act  on  the  resolution. 
The  Commission  received  a  letter  from  the  National  Electrical  Manufacturers 
Association  stating  that  there  are  inaccuracies  in  the  resolution  and  requesting  that  the 
Commission  postpone  acting  on  the  resolution.  Commissioner  Hayes  recommended 
further  research  be  conducted  and  that  a  new  draft  of  the  resolution  be  introduced  to  the 
Planning  and  Policy  Committee  at  a  later  date. 
Comments: 

•  Darcy  Brown  of  the  Solid  Waste  Management  Program  stated  that  she  rolled  out  a 
battery  collection  program  at  all  Walgreens  stores  in  San  Francisco.  She  also 
stated  that  there  would  be  an  outreach  program  around  battery  collection. 

•  Marjaneh  Zarrehparvar  of  the  Solid  Waste  Management  Program  stated  that  there 
are  several  drop-off  sites  for  batteries  in  San  Francisco  and  that  there  is  a  list  of 
sites  on  the  Hazardous  Waste  Program's  web  page. 

•  Debbie  Raphael  expressed  her  view  that  the  resolved  clauses  in  the  resolution 
around  manufacturer  liability  and  recycling  should  apply  to  all  batteries  rather  than 
just  to  rechargeable  batteries. 

•  Sean  Burchill  of  the  Rechargeable  Battery  Recycling  Corporation  (RBRC)  stated 
that  his  organization  has  a  rechargeable  battery  recycling  program  for  government 
agencies.  He  also  stated  that  RBRC's  community  program  is  free  and  the 
government  program  charges  for  battery  containers.  Mr.  Burchill  stated  that  97%  of 
rechargeable  battery  manufacturers  are  part  of  RBRC's  program  and  they  already 
label  battery  packages. 

4.  Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  004-01 -COE  Wood  Preservatives 

A  few  amendments  were  introduced  to  the  resolution  in  response  to  public  comments. 
The  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted  with  the  amendments  upon  motion  by 
Commissioner  Hayes. 
Comments: 

•  Christopher  Sims,  a  representative  of  Biotrans,  Inc.,  stated  that  the  material  his 
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company  uses  to  wrap  wood  poles  prolongs  the  life  of  the  poles  and  keeps 
preservatives  from  leaching  out  of  the  poles. 

•  Brad  Combs  showed  the  Committee  an  example  of  a  wrapped  wood  pole  and 
stated  that  the  life  span  of  such  a  pole  would  be  60  to  80  years.  He  also  stated  that 
the  Energy  Cooperative's  steel  pole  program  that  is  referenced  in  the  resolution  no 
longer  exists. 

•  Dave  Tague  of  Shakespeare  Composite  Poles  stated  that  fiberglass  poles  are  used 
in  the  same  way  that  would  poles  are  used.  He  stated  that  fiberglass  poles  have  a 
life  span  of  80+  years.  He  stated  that  they  are  lightweight  and  can  be  climbed.  He 
said  that  polyester  resin  and  glass  are  used  to  make  the  fiberglass. 

•  Charles  Granis  stated  that  steel  poles  have  been  used  for  many  years  and  are 
recyclable.  He  also  stated  that  many  bridges  are  made  from  weatherized  steel 
poles. 

•  Bob  Jack,  a  steel  pole  manufacturer,  stated  that  chemically  treated  wood  poles  are 
toxic.  He  stated  that  chromium  VI  is  extremely  toxic  and  that  pentachlorophenol 
has  been  detected  in  the  urine  of  most  people  and  in  the  air.  He  also  stated  that 
Pac  Bell's  estimate  of  the  price  of  steel  poles  is  incorrect. 

•  Bob  Doss  of  PG&E  expressed  his  view  that  other  users  of  wood  poles  should  also 
be  covered  by  the  resolution.  He  also  stated  that  PG&E  is  willing  to  look  at 
replacements  for  wood  poles.  He  expressed  his  view  that  the  timeframe  stated  in 
the  resolution  is  too  ambitious  and  that  six  months  would  be  more  appropriate  for  a 
feasibility  study. 

•  Rachel  Arnstine  of  Pacific  Bell  expressed  her  view  that  the  resolution  should 
address  all  users  of  chemically  treated  wood  poles.  She  stated  that  it  is  a  cost- 
prohibitive  resolution.  She  stated  that  it  would  be  difficult  for  Pac  Bell  to  find  out 
how  many  day  care  centers  are  in  San  Francisco  in  a  short  period  of  time.  Ms. 
Arnstine  recommended  that  the  feasibility  study  start  with  the  City  since  the  City 
owns  some  poles.  She  also  stated  that  Pac  Bell  doesn't  use  old  growth  wood  and 
tropical  timber  and  expressed  her  view  that  the  resolved  clause  in  the  resolution 
about  old  growth  wood  would  mislead  the  public. 

•  Andy  Taylor  of  Pacific  Bell  stated  that  they  would  need  a  longer  time  frame  to  study 
the  alternatives  to  wood  poles  because  the  studies  are  new  and  there  is  not  enough 
data  available.  Bob  Jack  responded  to  Mr.  Taylor  that  the  studies  have  already 
been  done  and  that  he  will  forward  them  to  the  utility  companies. 

•  Debbie  Raphael  asked  whether  there  are  chemicals  in  the  materials  used  to  wrap 
wood  poles.  Mr.  Sims  replied  that  a  biocide  is  used  in  the  materials,  but  that  the 
company  is  testing  the  material  without  the  biocide. 

5.      Public  Comment.  There  were  no  public  comments  at  this  time. 

Adjournment.  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:15. 
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^  Notice  &  Agenda 
planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday ,,April  26,  2001 
6:00  p.m..  Room  421,  City  Hall 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  March  22,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  March  22,  2001  Planning  &  Policy 
Committee  Meeting* 

3.  Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  004-01 -COE  Wood 
Preservatives 

Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Resolution  No.  004-01 -COE  Wood 
Preservatives* 

4.  Implementation  of  the  Precautionary  Principle 

5.  Public  Comment 
Adjournment 

*  Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 

California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's  webpage: 
www.ci.sfca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone 
number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  sraddha_mehta@ci.sf  ca.us  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 
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ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 


Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/envlronment 
Telephone  (415)554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us 


Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center, 
four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister, 
#19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71 
Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and 
Market  and  Civic  Center.  The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van 
Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call 
923-6142.  There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas, 
audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and 
hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE 
ORDINANCE  OR  TO  REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE 
SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City 
Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415) 
554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854  E-mail:  Donna_Hail@ci.sf.ca.us 


Resolution  No.  004-0 1-COE  Wood  Preservatives 

April  26,  2001 


1  RESOLUTION  NO.  004-01-COE  April  26,  2001 

2  [Wood  Preservatives] 
3 

4  URGING  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  TO  URGE  PG&E,  PACIFIC 

5  BELL,  AND  MANUFACTURERS  OF  NON-WOOD  UTILITY  POLES  TO  CONDUCT  A 

6  FEASIBILITY  STUDY  OF  ALTERNATIVES  TO  CHEMICALLY  TREATED  WOOD 

7  UTILITY  POLES  AND  TO  URGE  PG&E,  PACIFIC  BELL,  AND  THE  CITY  TO  TAKE 

8  STEPS  TO  PROTECT  PUBLIC  HEALTH  AND  THE  ENVIRONMENT  FROM  WOOD 

9  PRESERVATIVES  IN  UTILITY  POLES. 
10 

1 1  WHEREAS,  In  1999,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  adopted  an  Environmentally 

1 2  Preferable  Purchasing  Ordinance  stating  that  it  shall  be  the  policy  of  the  City  to  aggressively 

1 3  pursue  the  goal  of  reducing  the  health  and  environmental  impact  of  products  used  in  its 

14  operations';  and, 
15 

1 6  WHEREAS,  in  1996,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  adopted  an  Integrated  Pest 

1 7  Management  Ordinance  mandating  that  San  Francisco  minimize  its  pesticide  use  and  reduce  the 

1 8  negative  impact  of  pesticides  on  people  and  the  environment^;  and, 
19 

20  WHEREAS,  the  Integrated  Pest  Management  Ordinance  does  not  currently  include  any  wood 

21  preservatives  on  the  "Approved  List  of  Reduced  Risk  Pesticides"  for  San  Francisco;  and, 
22 

23  WHEREAS,  the  U.S.  EPA  estimates  that  nearly  700  million  pounds  of  wood  preservatives  are 

24  used  annually  in  the  United  States^;  and, 

^  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  21 F  Environmentally  Preferable  Purchasing 
^  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  39  San  Francisco  Integrated  Pest  Management 
Program 

^  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Office  of  Pesticides,  November  1999.  Pesticides 
Industry  Sales  and  Usage:  1996  and  1997  Market  Estimates,  US  EPA.  U.S.  Usage  of 
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April  26,  2001 


1 

2  WHEREAS,  an  analysis  of  EPA's  Inventory  of  Sources  of  Dioxin  in  the  United  States  notes  that 

3  treated  wood  is  a  large  potential  source  of  dioxin  in  the  environment'';  and, 


5  WHEREAS,  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 

6  County  of  San  Francisco  have  adopted  resolutions  urging  the  elimination  of  dioxin  pollution^; 

7  and, 
8 

9  WHEREAS,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  prohibits  the  use,  requisition  or  purchase, 

1 0  directly  or  indirectly,  by  any  City  or  County  department  or  agency,  of  any  tropical  hardwoods  or 

1 1  tropical  hardwood  wood  products  as  well  as  virgin  redwood  or  virgin  redwood  wood  products; 

12  and, 
13 

14  WHEREAS,  the  US  EPA  has  classified  Pentachlorophenol  (Penta),  the  most  commonly  used 

1 5  wood  preservative,  as  a  Group  B2,  probable  human  carcinogen^;  and, 
16 

1 7  WHEREAS,  the  contaminants  of  Penta,  namely  dioxins,  furans,  and  hexachlorobenzene  (HCB) 

1 8  are  all  recognized  as  carcinogens,  mutagens,  teratogens,  and  endocrine  disruptors'';  and. 


Conventional  and  Other  Types  of  Pesticides  1996  / 1997  Estimates. 

http://www.epa.gov/oppbead1/pestsales/97pestsales/table4_5.htm.  EPA  Contract  No.  733-R-99- 
001 

*  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  National  Center  for  Environmental  Assessment,  Office 
of  Research  and  Development,  1998.  Report  on  the  Meeting  to  Peer  Review  "The  Inventory  of 
Sources  of  Dioxin  in  the  United  States"  Final  Report.  EPA  Contract  No.  68-D5-0028. 
http://www.epa.gov/nceawww1/pdfs/dioxin/dioxinpr.pdf 

^  Commission  on  the  Environm.ent,  Resolution  No.  021-98-COE.  Dioxin,  Public  Health,  and  the 

Environment.  Board  of  Supervisors,  Resolution  No.  246-99.  Dioxin. 

®  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Integrated  Risk  Information  System  (IRIS)  on 

Pentachlorophenol.  Environmental  Criteria  and  Assessment  Office,  Office  of  Heath  and 

Environmental  Assessment,  Office  of  Research  and  Development,  Cincinnati,  OH.  1993. 

http://www.epa.gOv/ngispgm3/iris/subst/0086.htm#ll. 

^  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  ,  National  Center  for  Environmental  Assessment 
website,  URL:  http://www.epa.gov/ncea/dioxin.htm  ;  Mukerjee,  D,  Health  Impact  of 
Polychlorinated  Dibenzo-p-dioxins:  A  Critical  Review,  J.  Air  &  Waste  Manage.  Assoc.  48:  157- 
165,  (1998);  Etoxnet  PIP  Hexachlorobenzene,  URL:  http://ace.orst.edu/cai- 
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1 

2  WHEREAS,  Penta  is  banned  in  several  countries  outside  of  the  United  States  due  to  health  or. 

3  environmental  risks^  and, 
4 

5  WHEREAS,  the  US  EPA  has  classified  Creosote,  another  common  wood  preservative,  as  a 

6  Group  B 1 ,  probable  human  carcinogen^;  and, 
7 

8  WHEREAS,  Creosote  contains  polycyclic  aromatic  hydrocarbons,  which  are  classified  as 

9  Persistent  Organic  Pollutants  (POPs)'°  and  are  listed  on  the  US  EPA's  Priority  list  of  hazardous 
10  substances";  and, 

11 

1 2  WHEREAS,  at  least  3 14  Superfund  or  chemical  waste  sites  in  the  United  States  have  been 

1 3  contaminated  with  Penta  and  3 1  Superfund  sites  have  been  contaminated  with  Creosote'^;  and, 
14 

1 5  WHEREAS,  another  common  wood  preservative.  Copper  Chromium  Arsenic  (CCA),  contains 

16  inorganic  arsenic  which  has  been  classified  by  the  US  EPA  as  a  Group  A,  human  carcinogen'^; 

1 7  and, 
18 


bin/mfs/01  /pips/hexachlo.htm:  World  Wildlife  Fund,  1996.  Known  and  Suspected  Hormone 
Disrupters  List,  URL:  http://www.wwfcanada.org/hormone-disruptors/science/edclist.html. 
^  United  Nations,  "Consolidated  List  of  Products  Whose  Consumption  and/or  Sale  Have  Been 
Banned,  Withdrawn,  Severely  Restricted  or  Not  Approved  by  Governments,"  Fifth  Issue,  1994. 
^  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Integrated  Risk  Information  System  (IRIS)  on  Creosote. 
Environmental  Criteria  and  Assessment  Office,  Office  of  Heath  and  Environmental  Assessment, 
Office  of  Research  and  Development,  Cincinnati,  OH.  1993. 
http://www.epa.gOv/ngispgm3/iris/subst/0360.htm#ll. 

^°  United  Nations  Economic  Commission  for  Europe,  Convention  on  Long-range  Transboundary 
Air  Pollution  website,  URL:  http://www.unece.org/env/lrtap/pops_h1.htm 
"  Agency  for  Toxic  Substances  and  Disease  Registry,  1999,  URL: 
http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/cxcx3.gyml 

Agency  for  Toxic  Substance  and  Disease  Registry,  1999.  Site  Containment  Query,  URL: 
http://atsdr1.atsdr.cdc.gov:8080/gsql/sitecontam.script?in_cas=pentachlorophenol&in_cas3= 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Integrated  Risk  Information  System  (IRIS)  on  Arsenic, 
inorganic,  URL:  http://www.epa.gOv/ngispgm3/iris/subst/0278.htm#ll 
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1  WHEREAS,  CCA  also  contains  chromium  VI,  which  is  Hsted  as  a  chemical  known  to  cause 

2  cancer  under  California's  Safe  Drinking  Water  and  Toxic  Enforcement  Act'"*  and  has  been 

3  classified  by  the  US  EPA  as  a  Group  A,  known  human  carcinogen  of  high  carcinogenic  hazard'^; 

4  and, 
5 

6  WHEREAS,  other  chemicals  used  to  preserve  wood  utility  poles  may  have  adverse  impacts  on 

7  human  health  and  the  environment;  and, 
8 

9  WHEREAS,  the  handling  of  chemically  treated  wood  utility  poles  and  the  retreatment  of  existing 

1 0  chemically  treated  wood  utility  poles  could  expose  the  public  to  serious  health  hazards;  and, 
11 

1 2  WHEREAS,  [insert  example  of  a  utility  company  that  switched  with  footnote  -  San  Antonio, 

13  Texas];  and, 
14 

1 5  WHEREAS,  PG&E  and  Pacific  Bell  own  the  majonty  of  the  chemically  treated  wood  utility 

1 6  poles  in  San  Francisco;  and, 
17 

1 8  WHEREAS,  PG&E  and  Pacific  Bell  have  agreed  to  work  with  the  Department  of  the 

1 9  Environment  to  identify  alternatives  to  chemically  treated  wood  utility  poles  in  a  timely  manner; 

20  now,  therefore  be  it 
21 

22  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

23  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  PG&E,  Pacific  Bell,  and 

24  manufacturers  of  non-wood  utility  poles,  including  steel,  fiberglass,  and  concrete  utility  pole 


California's  Safe  Drinking  Water  and  Toxic  Enforcement  Act,  1986.  URL: 
http://www.oehha.ca.gov/prop65/out  of  date/pdf  zip/22301  LSTA.pdf 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  web  site,  URL: 
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/uatw/hlthef/chromium.html 
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1  manufacturers,  to  conduct  a  feasibility  study,  within  six  months  of  the  passage  of  this  resolution, 

2  of  alternatives  to  chemically  treated  wood  utility  poles,  including  an  analysis  of  the  effectiveness 

3  of  wrappmg  chemically  treated  wood  poles  to  prevent  leaching  of  chemicals  into  the 

4  environment,  a  plan  for  the  safe  disposal  of  chemically  treated  wood  poles,  and  an  explanation  as 

5  to  why  alternatives  to  chemically  treated  wood  poles  cannot  be  used  in  particular  situations;  and, 

6  be  it 
7 

8  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

9  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  that  PG&E  and  Pacific 

1 0  Bell,  as  a  precautionary  measure,  cover,  within  twelve  months  of  the  passage  of  this  resolution, 

1 1  the  first  five  feet  above  ground  level  of  all  existing  chemically  treated  wood  poles  owned  by  them 

1 2  that  are  located  within  100  feet  of  any  elementary  school  or  park;  and,  be  it 
13 

14  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

1 5  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  that  PG&E  and  Pacific  Bell 

1 6  present  an  annual  report  to  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  on  the  number  and  location  of 

1 7  poles  that  were  replaced,  including  the  types  of  replacement  poles  that  were  installed;  and,  be  it 
18 

1 9  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

20  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  PG&E  and  Pacific  Bell  to 

21  not  purchase  utility  poles  made  from  tropical  hardwood  or  virgin  redwood;  and,  be  it 
22 

23  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

24  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  that  all  storage  sites  within 

25  San  Francisco  of  treated  poles  must  be  covered  from  the  elements  of  weather;  and,  be  it 
26 
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1  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

2  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  the  State  of  California  to 

3  conduct  a  feasibihty  study  for  wrapping  chemically  treated  wood  utility  poles  and  to  identify  and 

4  promote  alternatives  to  chemically  treated  wood  utility  poles. 
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Minutes 

Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  April  26,  2001 
6:00  p.m.,  Room  421,  City  Hall 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  6:06  p.m.  by 
Commissioner  Evans.  Commissioner  Hayes  and  Evans  were  present.  Commissioner 
Shah  was  excused. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  March  22,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

The  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Hayes. 

3.  Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  004-01 -COE  Wood  Preservatives 

Several  amendments  to  the  resolution.  The  amended  resolution  was  unanimously 

adopted  upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Hayes. 

Comments: 

•  Debbie  Raphael  stated  that  the  amendments  reflect  clarifications  in  references  and 
the  acknowledgement  of  PG&E's  and  Pacific  Bell's  involvement  in  the  process  to 
develop  the  resolution. 

•  Rachel  Arnstine  of  Pacific  Bell  thanked  the  Commissioners  and  staff  for  including 
Pacific  Bell  in  the  process  to  develop  the  resolution.  She  expressed  her  view  that, 
as  the  IPM  ordinance  only  applies  to  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  it 
should  not  be  used  as  an  example  in  the  resolution.  She  also  recommended  that 
the  Commission  remove  the  names  of  PG&E  and  Pacific  Bell  from  the  resolution. 
She  stated  that  all  owners,  users,  and  manufacturers  of  chemically  treated  wood 
utility  poles  should  be  addressed  in  the  resolution.  Ms.  Arnstine  expressed  her  view 
that  the  resolution  should  contain  a  whereas  clause  with  the  goal  of  the  resolution. 

•  Lester  Olmstead  Rose  of  PG&E  expressed  his  view  that  the  naming  of  PG&E  in  the 
resolution  would  lead  to  negative  publicity  and  that  it  is  unfair  that  PG&E  was 
named  although  they  participated  in  the  process  to  develop  the  resolution  and  have 
cooperated  with  the  Department  of  the  Environment.  Mr.  Olmstead  Rose  stated 
that  the  City  is  a  big  user  of  poles  and  should  lead  by  example.  He  also  stated  that 
PG&E  has  followed  EPA's  guidelines  and  that  the  resolution  should  reflect  that. 

•  Susan  Kegley  of  the  Pesticide  Action  Network  stated  that  people  would  not  assume 
that  PG&E  is  breaking  the  law.  Ms.  Kegley  recommended  that  the  Committee  add 
the  word  "known"  before  human  carcinogen  on  page  3,  line  16. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  expressed  interest  in  including  day  care  centers  in  the 
resolution.  He  requested  that  Ms.  Raphael  determine  how  day  care  centers  in  San 
Francisco  could  be  identified,  if  possible. 


ACTION 
ACTION 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.cl.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telephone  (415)554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mall:  Envlronment@cl.sf.ca.us 


4.  Implementation  of  the  Precautionary  Principle  DISCUSSION 

Deputy  Director  Assmann  presented  about  the  Precautionary  Principle.  He  stated  that 
this  principle  suggests  that  one  should  operate  everything  under  the  premise  that  it 
must  be  proven  safe  prior  to  using  it.  Mr.  Assmann  also  stated  that  Supervisor  Leno's 
office  is  interested  in  introducing  a  resolution  on  the  Precautionary  Principle.  He  stated 
that  the  Commission  could  also  adopt  a  resolution  in  the  hopes  that  ultimately  there 
would  be  an  ordinance  with  teeth. 
Comments: 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  Mr.  Assmann  about  the  Breast  Cancer  Fund's 
resolution  on  the  Precautionary  Principle.  Mr.  Assmann  stated  that  the  Breast 
Cancer  Fund  recommends  that  the  City  hire  an  environmental  analyst  to  look  at  all 
City  programs  and  projects  through  an  environmental  lens. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  recommended  that  the  Department  involve  all  major 
environmental  groups  when  crafting  the  Precautionary  Principle  resolution  and/or 
ordinance. 

•  Diana  Scott  expressed  her  view  that  the  precautionary  principle  should  be  couple 
with  an  alternatives  assessment. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  stated  that  the  Commission  should  hold  a  hearing  on  the 
Precautionary  Principle  in  June. 

5.  Public  Comment.  There  were  no  public  comments  at  this  time. 


Adjournment.  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:49  p.m.  by  Commissioner  Evans. 
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Notice  &  Agenda 
^Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
^  Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 

Thursday .JVlay  24,  2001 
6:00  p.m.,  Roofn  421,  City  Hall 


1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  April  26,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  April  26,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting* 

3.  Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  005-01 -COE  Batteries 

Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Resolution  No.  005-01 -COE  Batteries* 

4.  San  Francisco  Power  Plants 

5.  Public  Comment 
Adjournment 

*  Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 

California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's  webpage; 
www.ci.sfca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone 
number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  sraddha_mehta@ci.sf.ca.us  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 


ACTION 


ACTION 


DISCUSSION 


ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 


Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telephone  (415)554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Envlronment@cl.sf.ca.us 


Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center, 
four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister, 
#19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71 
Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and 
Market  and  Civic  Center.  The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van 
Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call 
923-6142.  There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas, 
audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and 
hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE 
ORDINANCE  OR  TO  REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE 
SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City 
Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415) 
554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854  E-mail:  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us 


Resolution  No.  005-01 -COE 
Batteries 
5/24/01 

1  Resolution  No.  005-01-COE 

2  [Batteries] 
3 

4  URGING  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  TO  REQUIRE  THAT  CITY 

5  DEPARTMENTS  PURCHASE  AND  USE  ONLY  RECHARGEABLE  BATTERIES  AND  URGING 

6  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  TO  INCREASE  BATTERY  RECYCLING. 
7 

8  WHEREAS,  the  Sustainability  Plan  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  establishes  the  goal 

9  of  minimizing  risks  to  human  health  and  the  environment  by  striving  to  eliminate  hazardous 
1 0  materials  and  hazardous  waste;  and, 

11 

1 2  WHEREAS,  batteries  containing  cadmium,  mercury,  silver,  lead,  nickel,  zinc  or  other  heavy 

1 3  metals  may  be  toxic,  hazardous  materials  or  hazardous  waste;  and, 
14 

1 5  WHEREAS,  possible  health  effects  associated  with  ingestion  or  inhalation  of  water,  food,  or  air 

1 6  that  has  been  contaminated  with  high  levels  of  cadmium,  mercury,  and  other  heavy  metals 

1 7  range  from  headaches  and  abdominal  discomfort  to  seizures,  cancer,  comas,  and  even  death^; 

1 8  and, 
19 

20  WHEREAS,  cadmium  is  an  acutely  toxic  metal  and  a  known  carcinogen  that  has  been  shown  to 

21  have  the  following  toxicological  effects:  lung,  liver,  and  kidney  damage,  fragile  bones,  anemia, 

22  and  decrease  in  male  fertility;  and, 
23 

24  WHEREAS,  one  pre-1996  mercury  battery  in  six  tons  of  trash  exceeds  the  federal  government's 

25  allowable  limit  for  mercury  in  solid  waste^;  and, 
26 

27  WHEREAS,  most  batteries  are  discarded  with  ordinary  municipal  solid  waste  rather  than 

28  treated  as  hazardous  waste;  and, 
29 

30  WHEREAS,  in  landfills,  heavy  metals  in  batteries  have  the  potential  to  leach  into  soil,  ground 

31  water,  and  surface  water;  and, 
32 

33  WHEREAS,  emissions  from  municipal  solid  waste  incineration  are  a  major  source  of  both  air 

34  and  water  pollution,  leading  to  bioaccumulation  of  mercury  and  cadmium  in  the  food  chain; 

35  and, 
36 

37  WHEREAS,  batteries  mixed  with  municipal  solid  waste  have  the  potential  to  explode,  cause 

38  fires,  or  harm  workers  when  processed;  and, 
39 

40  WHEREAS,  the  goal  of  the  federal  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management 

41  Act  of  1996  (Battery  Act)  is  to  phase  out  the  use  of  mercury  in  batteries  and  encourage  increased 


^  U.S.  EPA.  1997.  Implementation  of  the  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management 
Act.  EPA530-K-97-009. 

^  http://www.epa.gov/grtlakes/seahome/housewaste/house/battdr.htm 
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1  recycling  of  used  nickel-cadmium  batteries  (Ni-Cd),  small  sealed  lead-acid  batteries  (SSLA),  and 

2  certain  other  batteries^  by  making  battery  recycling  efficient  and  cost-effective,  and, 
3 

4  WHEREAS,  small,  round  "button  cell"  batteries  are  allowed  to  contain  up  to  25  mg  mercury 

5  under  the  Battery  Act,  and  may  also  contain  silver,  cadmium,  or  other  heavy  metals;  and, 
6 

7  WHEREAS,  it  is  likely  that  a  significant  number  of  batteries  containing  mercury  that  were 

8  manufactured  prior  to  passage  of  the  Battery  Act  have  yet  to  be  disposed;  and, 
9 

1 0  WHEREAS,  Ni-Cd  rechargeable  batteries  were  estimated  to  contribute  approximately  54 

1 1  percent  of  the  cadmium  found  in  municipal  solid  waste  in  1998*;  and, 
12 

1 3  WHEREAS,  a  rechargeable  battery  that  can  be  charged  up  to  1,000  times^  can  substitute  for 

1 4  hundreds  of  single-use  batteries  over  its  useful  life'';  and, 
15 

1 6  WHEREAS,  US  EPA  reported  in  1997  that  80  percent  of  rechargeable  batteries  were  composed 

17  of  nickel  and  cadmium^;  and, 
18 

1 9  WHEREAS,  rechargeable  alkaline  batteries  and  rechargeable  nickel  metal  hydride  (Ni-MH) 

20  batteries  offer  comparable  power  to  Ni-Cds,  but  are  not  acutely  toxic  and  are  not  prone  to  the 

21  "memory  effect"^  known  to  compromise  performance  of  Ni-Cd  rechargeable  batteries;  and, 
22 

23  WHEREAS,  both  rechargeable  Ni-MH  and  rechargeable  alkaline  batteries  are  available  in 

24  standard  sizes,  which  make  them  appropriate  for  most  battery-powered  consumer  devices,  such 

25  as  pagers,  flashlights,  cameras,  personal  stereos,  etc.;  and, 
26 

27  WHEREAS,  several  states  including  Florida,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  New  Jersey,  Rhode  Island,  and 

28  Vermont  have  required  that  manufacturers  and  marketers  of  rechargeable  batteries  and 

29  rechargeable  battery-powered  products  implement  programs  to  inform  consumers  of  the 

30  disposal  laws  of  rechargeable  batteries,  ensure  batteries  and  products  are  labeled  to  show 

31  electrolyte  and  disposal  options,  and  properly  collect,  transport,  and  recycle  or  dispose  of  the 

32  batteries  and  products;  now,  therefore  be  it 
33 

34  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

35  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  Coiinty  of  San  Francisco  to  require  that  any  City  department 


^  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management  Act.  Pub.  L.  No.  104-142.  (May  13,  1996) 

U.S.  EPA.  1998.  Battery  Management,  http://www.epa.gov/oaintrnt/intrnlp2/p2/opprtnty/battery.htm 
^  U.S.  EPA.  1997.  Implementation  of  the  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management 
Act.  EPA530-K-97-009. 

^  U.S.  EPA.  1997.  Implementation  of  the  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management 
Act.  EPA530-K-97-009. 

^  U.S.  EPA.  1997.  Implementation  of  the  Mercury-Containing  and  Rechargeable  Battery  Management 
Act.  EPA530-K-97-009. 

^  The  "memory  effect"  occurs  when  batteries  are  not  fully  drained  prior  to  recharging. Service  life  can 
diminsh  with  each  partial  charge,  or  "topping  up." 
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1  seeking  to  purchase  batteries  shall  require  in  the  specifications  for  procurement  of  batteries,  that 

2  bidders  offer  rechargeable  batteries,  with  preference  given  to  rechargeable  alkaline  batteries  and 

3  rechargeable  nickel  metal  hydride  batteries,  to  the  maximum  extent  possible  within  the 

4  performance  standards  required  by  the  contract;  and,  be  it 
5 

6  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

7  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  Coimty  of  San  Francisco  to  require  that  any  Cit}' 

8  department  requesting  purchase  of  nonrechargeable  batteries  shall  set  forth  the  performance 

9  standards  required  to  be  met  necessitating  the  purchase  of  a  nonrechargeable  product,  and  shall 
1 0  certify  that  rechargeable  batteries  are  imavailable  to  meet  the  contract  requirements^;  and,  be  it 
11 

1 2  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

1 3  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  Coimty  of  San  Francisco  to  require  that  that  any  city 

1 4  department  requesting  purchase  of  Ni-Cd  rechargeable  batteries  include  written  justification  of 

1 5  preference  of  rechargeable  Ni-Cd  chemistry  over  rechargeable  alkaline  or  rechargeable  Ni-MH; 

1 6  and,  be  it 
17 

1 8  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

1 9  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  Cotmty  of  San  Francisco  to  require  that  any  Ni-Cd 

20  batteries  purchased  by  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  be  delivered  accompanied  by 

21  detailed  recycling  instructions  and  a  written  explanation  of  the  toxic  hazards  of  cadmium  in  the 

22  waste  stream;  and,  be  it 
23 

24  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

25  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  Coimty  of  San  Francisco  to  require  the  City  and  County  of 

26  San  Francisco,  when  buying  products  that  include  or  incorporate  rechargeable  battery  packs, 

27  give  purchasing  preference  to  products  that  include  or  incorporate  rechargeable  alkaline  or  Ni- 

28  MH  batteries  over  Ni-Cd  batteries;  and,  be  it 
29 

30  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

31  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  require  that  City  departments, 

32  when  buying  battery  chargers,  purchase  chargers  that  recharge  rechargeable  alkaline  and 

33  rechargeable  Ni-MH  batteries  as  well  as  Ni-Cd;  and,  be  it 
34 

35  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

36  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  Coxmty  of  San  Francisco  to  require  that  manufacturers  and 

37  marketers  of  batteries  and  battery  powered  products  sold  in  San  Francisco  develop  and 

38  implement  a  program  to  inform  City  and  County  residents  and  consumers  about  proper 

39  disposal  of  batteries;  ensure  batteries  and  products  are  labeled  to  show  disposal  options;  and 

40  properly  collect,  transport,  and  recycle  the  batteries  and  products;  and,  be  it 
41 


^  Performance  standards  and  specifications  shall  bear  reasonable  relation  to  the  function  or  intended  end 
use  of  the  product. 
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1  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Hazardous  Waste 

2  Management  Program  of  the  Solid  Waste  Management  Program  to  coordinate  an  outreach 

3  program  for  businesses,  residents,  and  City  departments  to  inform  them  about  the  recycling 

4  and  proper  disposal  of  batteries;  and,  be  it 
5 

6  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Envirormient  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 

7  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  the  State  of  California  to 

8  consider  legislation  that  would  institute  a  deposit  system  for  nonrechargeable  batteries  and  Ni- 

9  Cd  rechargeable  batteries;  and,  be  it 
10 

1 1  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Solid  Waste 

1 2  Management  Program  to  develop  an  expanded,  affordable  battery  recycling  program  for  the 

1 3  City  and  Covmty  of  San  Francisco;  and,  be  it 
14 

1 5  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  all  City  departments  to 

1 6  participate  in  the  City's  battery  recycling  program;  and,  be  it 
17 

1 8  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  SoUd  Waste 

1 9  Management  Program  to  report  annually  to  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  on  the  types 

20  and  amounts  of  batteries  collected  from  the  City. 
21 

22 
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<v  Minutes 

^  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Cliair 
Thursday,^May  24,  2001 
6:00  p.m..  Room  421,  City  Hall 

Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  6:08  p.m.  by 
Commissioner  Evans.  Commissioners  Hayes,  Shah,  and  Evans  were  present. 

Adoption  of  Minutes  of  April  26,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

The  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Hayes. 


ACTION 


3.  Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  005-01 -COE  Batteries  ACTION 

Commission  Secretary  Mehta  proposed  several  amendments  to  the  resolution. 
Commissioners  Hayes  and  Shah  proposed  additional  amendments.  The  amended 
resolution  was  adopted  upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Shah. 
Comments: 

•  Commissioner  Shah  made  several  suggestions  for  editing  the  resolution.  He  also 
expressed  his  view  that  the  proposed  resolved  clause  regarding  products  in  which 
batteries  are  easily  removable  is  excessive  for  this  resolution  and  should  perhaps 
be  considered  at  in  another  resolution  at  a  later  date.  Commissioner  Hayes 
expressed  his  view  that  the  resolved  clause  should  remain  in  the  resolution 
because  it  pertains  to  many  products  purchased  by  the  City. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  stated  that  the  Solid  Waste  Management  Program  (SWMP) 
should  include  recommendations  for  further  actions  the  City  could  take  regarding 
batteries  in  their  annual  report  to  the  Commission.  He  also  stated  the  Commission 
should  request  that  the  SWMP  create  a  plan  and  budget  for  an  expanded  battery 
program  including  outreach.  He  expressed  his  view  that  funding  possibilities  should 
include  extended  producer  responsibility.  Commissioner  Hayes  also  expressed  his 
view  that  there  is  a  need  for  a  simple  guide  on  batteries. 

•  Sean  Burchill  of  the  Rechargeable  Battery  Recycling  Corporation  (RBRC)  stated 
that  most,  if  not  ail  rechargeable  batteries  are  easily  removable  from  products 
because  they  need  to  be  recharged.  He  also  stated  that  RBRC  has  an  extensive 
outreach  program  that  is  sponsored  by  battery  manufacturers  and  is  successful  at 
diverting  batteries  from  landfills.  He  expressed  his  view  that  San  Francisco  should 
use  the  RBRC  program. 

4.  San  Francisco  Power  Plants  DISCUSSION 

Cal  Broomhead  informed  the  Committee  about  an  ordinance  that  was  sponsored  by 
Supervisor  Maxwell  regarding  the  two  power  plants  in  San  Francisco.  Mr.  Broomhead 
stated  that  the  ordinance  calls  for  the  following  actions  prior  to  considering  an 
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expansion  of  the  Potrero  power  plant:  1 )  shut  down  of  the  Hunters  Point  power  plant;  2) 
shut  down  of  Units  4,5,  and  6  of  the  Potrero  power  plant;  and  3)  the  reconditioning  of 
Unit  3  of  the  Potrero  plant  using  the  least  polluting  technology  available.  Mr. 
Broomhead  also  stated  that  the  Potrero  Task  Force  is  putting  together  comments  on  the 
proposed  ordinance  because  the  following  concerns  were  raised  at  Task  Force 
meetings:  1)  the  ordinance  currently  takes  the  approach  of  "pollute  and  mitigate"  rather 
than  attacking  the  source  of  pollution;  2)  the  term  "shut  down"  should  be  changed  to 
"dismantled";  and  3)  there  are  additional  items  that  should  be  included  in  the  ordinance. 
Mr.  Broomhead  expressed  his  view  that  ideally  only  renewable  energy  should  be  built  in 
San  Francisco.  He  also  stated  that  plants  should  at  least  be  co-generation  plants. 
Comments: 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  recommended  that  Commission  produce  an  op-ed  piece 
laying  out  a  30-year  energy  plan  for  the  City.  He  stated  that  the  plan  could 
incorporate  the  vision  of  generating  100%  of  the  City's  required  energy  from 
renewable  energy  sources. 

•  Diana  Scott  expressed  her  view  that  mitigation  is  not  sufficient  and  stated  that  she 
could  assist  the  Commission  in  developing  an  op-ed  piece  that  addresses  pollutants 
and  a  long-term  energy  plan  for  the  City. 

5.      Public  Comment.  There  were  no  public  comments  at  this  time. 

Adjournment.  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:47  p.m.  by  Chairperson  Evans. 
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Adoption  of  Minutes  of  May  24,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  May  24,  2001  Planning  &  Policy 
Committee  Meeting* 

Draft  Compact  for  a  Sustainable  Bay  Area 

Presentation  by  Surlene  Grant,  Local  Government  Liaison,  Bay  Area  Alliance 
for  Sustainable  Development 

Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  008-01 -COE  Draft 
Compact  for  a  Sustainable  Bay  Area 

Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Resolution  No.  008-01 -COE  Draft  Compact  for 
a  Sustainable  Bay  Area* 


ACTION 


PRESENTATION 


ACTION 


5.     Update  on  San  Francisco  Power  Plants 


INFORMATION 


6.     Public  Comment 


7.  Adjournment 

•  Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 

California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Commission's  webpage: 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone 
number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at  sraddha_mehta@ci.sf.ca.us  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 
Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
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reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center, 
four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister, 
#19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71 
Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and 
Market  and  Civic  Center.  The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van 
Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call 
923-6142.  There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas, 
audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other  sen/ices  to  aid  the  visually  and 
hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE 
ORDINANCE  OR  TO  REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE 
SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City 
Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415) 
554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854  E-mail:  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us 


Resolution  No.  008-01 -COE 
Draft  Compact  for  a  Sustainable  Bay  Area 

June  28,  2001 

Resolution  No.  008-01-COE  June  28,  2001 

[Draft  Compact  for  a  Sustainable  Bay  Area] 

ENDORSING  THE  DRAFT  COMPACT  FOR  A  SUSTAINABLE  BAY  AREA. 

WHEREAS,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco's  economy,  environmental  resources, 
cultural  amenities,  educational  institutions  and  the  diversity  of  the  population  make  it  a  unique 
and  special  place;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  entire  Bay  Area  is  undergoing  rapid  changes  and  facing  serious  challenges;  and 

WHEREAS,  traffic  congestion,  long  commutes  and  overburdened  transit  systems,  the  lack  of 
sufficient  housing  and  skyrocketing  housing  costs,  loss  of  open  space,  declining  neighborhoods, 
air  and  water  pollution  and  the  increasingly  inequitable  distribution  of  the  benefits  of  our  thriving 
economy  are  interrelated  problems  that  require  integrated  solutions;  and 

WHEREAS,  sustaining  the  region's  environment  and  economy  in  a  way  that  ensures  equity  for 
all  residents,  requires  innovative  thinking  and  a  vision  of  the  fiiture  that  integrates  the  "Three  Es 
of  Sustainable  Development":  prosperous  economy,  quality  environment  and  social  equity: 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  Bay  Area  Alliance  for  Sustainable  Development  is  a  multi-stakeholder 
coalition  estabhshed  in  1997  to  develop  and  implement  the  Draft  Compact  for  a  Sustainable  Bay 
Area,  a  sustainability  action  plan  for  the  Bay  Area;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Bay  Area  Alliance  for  Sustainable  Development  defines  sustainable 
development  as  the  ability  "...to  meet  the  needs  of  the  present  without  compromising  the  ability 
of  future  generations  to  meet  their  own  needs;"  and 

WHEREAS,  the  goal  of  the  Draft  Compact  for  a  Sustainable  Bay  Area  is  to  reach  consensus 
among  a  critical  mass  of  stakeholder  organizations  and  civic  leaders  regarding  a  new  shared 
vision  rooted  in  common  values  about  how  the  Bay  Area  can  grow  in  a  more  sustainable  manner; 
now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  join  the  overall  goal  of  stakeholder 
organizations  and  civic  leaders  regarding  a  new  shared  local  vision  rooted  in  common  values 
about  how  the  region  can  grow  in  a  more  sustainable  manner,  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  endorse  the  Draft  Compact  for 
a  Sustainable  Bay  Area  and  encourage  implementation  of  the  Draft  Compact  by  both  the  public 
and  private  sectors  at  the  local,  regional,  state  and  national  levels. 
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<vMinutes 

planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  Jupe  28,  2001 
6:00  p.m.,  Roorh  421,  City  Hall 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  6:06  p.m.  by 
Chairperson  Evans.  Commissioners  Evans,  Hayes,  and  Shah  were  present. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  May  24,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting. 

The  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Hayes. 

3.  Draft  Compact  for  a  Sustainable  Bay  Area 

Items  3  and  4  were  heard  after  Item  5.  Suriene  Grant,  Local  Government  Liaison  for 
the  Bay  Area  Alliance  for  Sustainable  Development,  presented  about  the  Draft 
Compact  for  a  Sustainable  Bay  Area.  She  stated  that  the  Compact  focuses  on  a 
prosperous  economy,  quality  environment,  social  equity,  and  government.  She 
stated  that  Mayor  Willie  Brown  stated  that  he  supports  the  Draft  Compact.  Ms.  Grant 
requested  that  the  Commission  adopt  a  resolution  to  endorse  the  Compact  and  give 
the  Bay  Area  Alliance  feedback  on  areas  for  improvement  in  the  Compact. 
Comments: 

•  David  Assmann  asked  how  the  Draft  Compact  links  with  San  Francisco's 
Sustainability  Plan.  He  also  asked  how  the  Compact  would  be  implemented. 
Ms.  Grant  responded  that  the  Sustainability  Plan  is  specific  to  San  Francisco  and 
that  the  Draft  Compact  focuses  on  the  entire  Bay  Area  region.  She  also  stated 
that  the  key  to  implementation  is  to  start  locally  and  proceed  to  the  regional  level. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  whether  the  Draft  Compact  has  money  and  staff 
attached  to  it.  Ms.  Grant  stated  that  the  Bay  Area  Alliance  staff  is  dedicated  to 
the  Compact  and  that  there  is  grant  funding  for  the  Compact. 

•  Scott  Edmondson  expressed  his  view  that  implementation  of  the  Draft  Compact 
would  start  at  a  grass  roots  level  and  that  regional  collaboration  would  be  an 
integral  part  of  implementation. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  expressed  her  view  that  increased  housing  could  lead  to 
increased  pollution.  She  asked  Ms.  Grant  how  much  additional  housing  the 
Compact  proposes  and  where  it  would  go. 

•  Commissioner  Shah  stated  that  the  Compact  was  written  at  a  time  when  the 
economic  situation  was  quite  different  from  the  current  situation.  He  asked  if  all 
sections  of  the  Compact  are  still  applicable  today.  Ms.  Grant  responded  that  it  is 
still  in  draft  format  and  that  sections  might  change. 

•  John  Rizzo  expressed  his  view  that  the  Draft  Compact  shouldn't  supercede  San 
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Francisco's  Sustainability  Plan.  He  stated  that  the  Sustainability  Plan  is  stronger 
and  that  the  Compact  doesn't  address  sprawl. 

•  Carolyn  Blair  stated  that  she  agrees  with  Mr.  Rizzo  and  asked  how  the  Connpact 
would  be  implemented. 

•  Cal  Broomhead  asked  what  the  method  of  communication  between  the  different 
entities  working  on  implementing  the  Compact  would  be.  Mr.  Broomhead  cited 
meetings  and  a  website  as  examples. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  stated  that  he  disagrees  with  the  main  statement  in  the 
compact  that  promotes  a  vision  where  the  "economy  is  robust  and  globally 
competitive." 

4.  Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  008-01 -COE  Draft  Compact  for  a  ACTION 
Sustainable  Bay  Area 

Commissioner  Hayes  proposed  amendments  to  the  resolution  in  order  to  endorse 
the  "spirit  of  the  Compacf  rather  than  the  document  in  its  entirety.  The  resolution 
was  unanimously  adopted  with  those  amendments. 

5.  Update  on  San  Francisco  Power  Plants.  This  item  was  taken  out  of  order  and  INFORMATION 

heard  before  Items  3  and  4.  Cal  Broomhead  stated  that  the  California  Energy 
Commission's  (CEC)  Preliminary  Staff  Assessment  of  the  Potrero  Power  Plant  was 
incomplete.  He  stated  that  the  City  requested  that  the  CEC  resubmit  an  assessment 
after  receiving  additional  data  from  Mirant  and  taking  the  City's  comments  into 
consideration.  Mr.  Broomhead  also  stated  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment  is 
working  with  Hetch  Hetchy  to  develop  and  energy  plan  for  the  City  as  requested  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Commissioner  Hayes  requested  that  Mr.  Broomhead 
present  a  "30-year  energy  vision"  to  the  Commission  at  the  next  full  Commission 
meeting. 

6.  Public  Comment 

•  Carolyn  Blair  expressed  her  view  that  the  Commission  should  appoint  the  San 
Francisco  Tree  Council  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  She  also  recommended 
that  the  Commission  start  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  despite  the  lack  of  funding. 

•  John  Rizzo  agreed  with  Ms.  Blair  regarding  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Deputy 
Director  Assmann  stated  that  once  funding  and  staff  is  available  for  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council,  the  item  could  be  put  on  an  agenda  for  a  Commission  meeting. 


7. 


Adjournment.  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:33  p.m. 
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Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  June  28,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  June  28,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting* 

3.  Precautionary  Principle 

4.  Public  Comment 

5.  Adjournment 


ACTION 


DISCUSSION 


*  Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Conutnission's  office,  1 1  Grove 

Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the 
Commission's  webpage:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-554-6392,  or  via  e-mail  at 
sraddha_mehta@ci.sf  ca.us  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 

Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 
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Accessibility  of  IVIeeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center, 
four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  li  nes  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister 
#19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71 
Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and 
Market  and  Civic  Center.  The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van 
Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call 
923-61 42.  There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas, 
audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and 
hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE.  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton 
B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854 
E-mail:  Donna_Hall(gci.sf.ca.us 
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Minutes 

Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  July  26,  2001 
6:00  p.m.,  Room  421,  City  Hall 


Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  by  Chair  Evans  at 
6:05  p.m.  Commissioners  Shah  and  Evans  were  present.  Commissioner  Hayes  was 
excused. 

Adoption  of  Minutes  of  June  28,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting  ACTION 

The  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Shah. 

Precautionary  Principle.  DISCUSSION 

Commissioner  Evans  requested  that  public  comments  be  limited  to  three  minutes 
each.  After  public  comments  were  taken,  Commissioner  Evans  directed  staff  and 
Commissioners  to  research  the  topic  further  and  develop  language  for  a  resolution. 
Comments: 

•  Ron  Smith  of  the  Hospital  Council  stated  that  he  is  concerned  about  the 
message  that  the  precautionary  principle,  if  adopted,  would  send  to  researchers. 
He  stated  that  he  would  not  want  scientists  to  be  hesitant  to  try  new  things.  He 
also  expressed  his  view  that  many  people  would  die  if  the  precautionary  principle 
were  adopted. 

•  Katie  Silberman  of  Center  for  Environmental  Health  stated  that  one  definition  of 
the  precautionary  principle  is  "where  there  are  threats  of  serious  or  irreversible 
damage,  lack  of  full  scientific  certainty  shall  not  be  used  as  a  reason  for 
postponing  cost-effective  measures  to  prevent  environmental  degradation."  Ms. 
Silberman  added  that  the  precautionary  principle  would  shift  the  burden  of  proof. 
She  also  expressed  her  view  that  industry-funded  studies  are  biased. 

•  Diana  Scott  stated  that  the  implementation  of  the  precautionary  principle  is 
addressed  in  the  book,  "Making  Better  Environmental  Decisions"  by  Mary 
O'Brien.  Ms.  Scott  stated  that  the  book  addresses  the  idea  of  shifting  from  risk 
assessment  to  alternatives  assessment.  Ms.  Scott  expressed  her  view  that 
science  may  not  have  proof  of  health  risks  for  20  or  30  years  and,  meanwhile, 
people  will  be  dying.  She  also  stated  that  it  is  important  to  think  of  the  social, 
health,  and  external  benefits  of  implementing  the  precautionary  principle  rather 
than  just  considering  the  monetary  costs. 

•  Nancy  Evans  of  the  Breast  Cancer  Fund  expressed  her  view  that  it  is  not  enough 
to  just  detect  cancer  early.  She  stated  that  children's  cancer  rates  are  rising  and 
that  if  we  know  some  things  are  related  to  cancer,  we  should  take  a 
precautionary  approach.  She  stated  that  decisions  of  drug  use  are  different  from 
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being  exposed  to  something  involuntarily.  Ms.  Evans  added  that  approval  of 
drugs  and  medication  is  given  on  a  federal  level. 

•  Davis  Baltz  of  Commonweal  stated  that  the  Toxics  Use  Reduction  Act  of 
Massachusetts  is  an  example  of  the  precautionary  principle.  He  stated  that  the 
Act  requires  manufacturers  to  review  and  reduce  their  use  of  many  chemicals. 
Mr.  Baltz  stated  that  it  has  resulted  in  the  reduction  in  use  of  chemicals  and 
saved  money  at  the  same  time.  Mr.  Baltz  also  stated  that  research  and  peer 
review  by  independent  scientists  could  be  considered  "credible  evidence". 

•  Catherine  Porter  of  Women's  Cancer  Resource  Center  expressed  her  view  that 
we  should  stop  cancer  where  it  starts.  She  stated  that  the  IPM  plan  illustrates 
the  precautionary  principle.  She  also  stated  that  the  precautionary  principle 
does  not  dictate  personal  decisions  i.e.  what  drugs  can  be  used  for  treatment. 

•  Debra  Stein  expressed  her  view  that  the  City  should  take  precautionary 
measures,  but  does  not  need  to  adopt  a  global  resolution.  She  stated  that  it  is 
possible  to  take  precautionary  measures  on  a  case  by  case  basis,  as  the  City 
has  done  in  the  past.  Ms.  Stein  also  recommended  that  the  Department  conduct 
more  outreach  on  the  subject  in  order  to  get  all  of  the  stakeholders  involved. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  stated  that  the  virus  that  was  used  for  the  polio  vaccine 
years  ago  is  now  causing  various  cancers. 

•  John  Crapo  asked  the  Commissioners  how  one  could  deal  with  the  issue  of  the 
polio  vaccine  if  it  is  the  only  one  available  for  polio. 

•  An  individual  who  did  not  state  his  name  for  the  record  stated  that  he  is  an 
environmentalist  and  an  AIDS  patient.  He  stated  that  he  has  used  several 
experimental  medications  that  have  kept  him  alive.  He  expressed  his  view  that 
paying  too  much  attention  to  risk  is  dangerous. 

•  Chris  Wilcox  asked  who  would  determine  the  threshold  for  implementation  of  the 
precautionary  principle.  She  also  asked  how  credible  evidence  could  be  defined. 

•  Deputy  Director  Assmann  stated  that  a  study  would  have  to  be  done  to  analyze 
the  feasibility  of  implementing  the  precautionary  principle. 

•  Commissioner  Shah  stated  that  such  a  feasibility  study  would  require  resources 
i.e.  staff  and  funding.  Deputy  Director  Assmann  responded  that  although  the 
Department  currently  lacks  staff  and  funding  for  such  a  project,  it  could  be 
integrated  into  an  existing  City  program. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  expressed  her  view  that  if  the  City  adopted  the 
precautionary  principle,  then  City  departments  might  also  be  more  cautious 
before  they  act.  She  stated  that  the  precautionary  principle  would  guide  the  City 
i.e.  Muni  might  not  have  purchased  diesel  buses  if  the  precautionary  principle 
were  in  place.  Commissioner  Evans  directed  staff  to  advise  the  Committee  about 
how  a  feasibility  study  on  the  precautionary  principle  could  be  funded  and 
staffed.  She  also  requested  that  staff  develop  new  language  for  a  precautionary 
principle  resolution. 


4.      Public  Comment  INFORMATION 

•    David  Graves  apologized  to  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  for  the  San 
Francisco  Tree  Council's  confusion  around  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
ordinance.  Mr.  Graves  stated  that  he  is  supportive  of  identifying  funding  for  the 
Council. 


5. 


Adjournment.  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:20  p.m. 
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Ay  Notice  &  Agenda 

Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  October  25,  2001 
6:00  p.m..  Room  421,  City  Hall 


Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


Adoption  of  Minutes  of  July  26,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of -July  26,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting* 


ACTION 


Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  011-01-COE  Arsenic-Treated 
Wood 

Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  011-01-COE  Arsenic-Treated  Wood* 

Public  Comment 

Adjournment 


ACTION 


INFORMATION 


*  Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove 

Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the 
Commission's  webpage:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
kristal_aliyas@ci.sf.ca.us  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 

Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telephone  (415)554-6390  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us 


Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center, 
four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister, 
#19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71 
Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and 
Market  and  Civic  Center.  The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van 
Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call 
923-6142.  There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas, 
audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and 
hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton 
B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854 
E-mail:  Donna_HalI@ci.sf.ca.us 


EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 

5608  SENIOR  ENERGY  SPECIALIST 

BACKGROUND 

t  has  been  recognized  that  the  residents  of  Bayview  Hunters  Point  and  Potrero  have  disproportionately 
suffered  from  the  presence  of  power  plants  in  their  neighborhoods.  In  1998,  the  State  of  California 
ippropriated  $13,000,000  to  San  Francisco  to  conduct  environmental  mitigation  work  in  these 
neighborhoods.  In  accordance  with  the  State  appropriation,  the  Department  of  the  Environment  plans  to 
implement  an  "Alternative  Community  Energy  (ACE)"  program  for  two  years.  The  goal  of  ACE  is  to 
install  solar  energy  systems  and  to  train  and  employ  Bayview  Hunters  Point  residents  in  solar  energy 
system  installation  and  maintenance  in  the  Bayview  Hunters  Point  area.  The  Department  seeks  a  Senior 
Energy  Specialist  (SES)  to  manage  the  ACE  program  for  the  following  two  years.  The  SES  will  divide 
their  office  time  between  the  Department  of  the  Environment  and  Bayview  Hunters  Point. 

This  position  serves  as  a  mid-level  staff  level  position  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  the  Environment  (www.sfenvironment.com).  The  incumbent  performs  a  variety  of  duties 
related  to  the  initiation,  implementation,  monitoring  and  evaluation  of  a  solar  energy  program  in  the 
Bayview  Hunters  Point  neighborhood;  assist  with  the  preparation  of  grant  proposals  and  annual  program 
budgets;  generate  research  studies,  reports,  contracts  and  other  written  materials  with  the  use  of 
computer;  provide  additional  resource  information  to  subordinates  for  research  and  energy  planning 
projects;  interact  with  Community  Based  Organizations  (CBO's)  and  governmental  agencies  and  train 
staff  in  alternative  energy  and  energy  conservation  equipment,  programs  and  procedures  as  needed;  and 
perform  other  related  duties  as  required. 

Essential  functions  include:  initiating,  implementing,  monitoring  and  evaluating  complex  energy 
conservation  and  renewable  energy  programs  in  Bayview  Hunters  Point;  determining  the  priority  of 
assignments  and  coordinating  the  activities  of  subordinates;  monitoring  capital  improvement  projects  and 
perform  other  related  duties  as  required.  The  annual  salary  range  for  this  two  year  position  is  557,590  - 
$70,018. 

MINIMUM  QUALIFICATIONS: 

1 .  A  baccalaureate  degree  from  an  accredited  college  or  university  with  course  work  in  any  of  the 
following:  planning,  engineering,  ecology,  architecture,  energy  conservation,  the  physical  or 
biological  sciences,  or  a  closely  related  field;  AND 

2.  Three  (3)  years  of  verifiable,  professional  experience  in  the  initiation,  implementation,  monitoring 
and/or  evaluation  of  energy  conservation  projects  or  programs. 

DESIRABLE  QUALIFICATIONS: 

1 .   Previous  work  with  community  organizations  in  low-income  neighborhoods. 


Department  of  the  Environment,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

iTelephone:  (415)  554-6390  •  Fax:  (415)  554-6393«  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
£raaiU.£nvironment@cl^^.us  •  www^fenvironmentcom     ■     —  ..  -.  , 


SF  Environment 


2.  Previous  involvement  with  the  Bayview  Hunters  Point  community. 

3.  Previous  experience  with  installation  of  solar  systems. 


HOW  TO  APPLY: 

Standard  applications  can  be  found  on  line  at  http://www.dph.sf.ca.us/emplymnt/ApplForm/applform.htm 
and  are  also  available  at  the  Department  of  Human  Resources,  44  Gough  Street,  San  Francisco. 
Applications  will  be  available  at  the  Department  of  Human  Resources  at  44  Gough  Street,  San  Francisco, 
CA  94102  beginning  October  18,  2001.  Fill  out  application  and  return  to  Department  of  the 
Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  SF  CA  94102.  The  final  filing  date  is  November  2,  2001.  For  questions 
contact  Cal  Broomhead  at  415-355-3700. 

Applications  including  all  required  verification  of  education  and  experience  and  request  for  waiver  must 
be  received  or  postmarked  by  November  2,  2001 .  Failure  to  comply  will  result  in  rejection  of  the 
application. 

VERIFICATION  OF  EDUCATION  AND  EXPERIENCE: 

The  following  documents  must  be  submitted  by  November  2,  2001 . 

1 .  A  copy  of  transcript  evidencing  the  required  education. 

2.  Verification  of  all  qualifying  experience.  Letters  of  verification  must  be  on  employer's  official 
letterhead  and  should  include  the  name  of  the  employee,  job  title(s),  job  duties,  dates  of  employment, 
and  must  be  signed  by  the  employer. 


WILLIE  L.  BROWN,  JR. 
Mayor 


•  City  employees  who  meet  all  the  qualifications  based  solely  on  employment  with  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  do  not  need  to  provide  verification  of  qualifying  experience. 

•  City  employees  who  qualify  based  on  a  combination  of  City  employment  and  outside 
employment  do  not  need  to  provide  verification  of  City  employment,  but  MUST  verify 
outside  experience. 

•  Non-City  employees  MUST  verify  all  qualifying  experience. 


Department  of  the  Environment,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Telephone:  (415)  554-6390  •  Fax:  (415)  554-6393-  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Email:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us  •  www.sfenvironment.com 


Resolution  No.  0 1 1  -0 1  -COE 
Arsenic  Treated  Wood 
October  25,  2001 
Draft 

1  Resolution  No.  01 1  -01  -COE  Arsenic-Treated  Wood  October  25,  2001 

2  URGING  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  TO  PLACE  A  BAN  ON  CITY  PURCHASE  OF 

3  ARSENIC-TREATED  WOOD  AND  OPT  FOR  PURCHASING  ONLY  ARSENIC-FREE  ALTERNATIVES 

4  FOR  ALL  CITY  CONSTRUCTION  AND  PROPERTY. 

5  WHEREAS,  the  Sustalnabllity  Plan  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco  specifically  pledges  to  "minimize  risks  to 

6  human  health  and  the  environment  by  striving  to  eliminate  hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  waste"^ 

7  and, 

8  WHEREAS,  in  1999,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  adopted  an  Environmentally  Preferable 

9  Purchasing  Ordinance  stating  that  it  shall  be  the  policy  of  the  City  to  aggressively  pursue  the  goal  of 

10  reducing  the  health  and  environmental  impact  of  products  used  in  its  operations^;  and, 

1 1  WHEREAS,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  adopted  an  Integrated  Pest  Management  Ordinance  in 

12  1996  mandating  that  San  Francisco  minimize  its  pesticide  use  and  reduce  the  negative  impact  of 

13  pesticides  on  people  and  the  environment^;  and, 

14  WHEREAS,  in  1996,  the  Integrated  Pest  Management  Ordinance  does  not  currently  include  any  wood 

15  preservatives  on  the  "Approved  List  of  Reduced  Risk  Pesticides"  for  San  Francisco'*;  and, 

16  WHEREAS,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  adopted  a  resolution 

17  supporting  a  Congressional  Bill  mandating  that  all  arsenic-treated  wood  is  labeled  appropriately^;  and, 


'  The  Sustainability  Plan  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco,  1997,  p.  49. 

^  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  2 IF  Environmentally  Preferable  Purchasing, 

http://www.sfhzawaste.org/City/city-city-ordinance.htm.. 

^  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  39  San  Francisco  Integrated  Pest  Management  Program. 

*  Integrated  Pest  Management  Program  Report  Reduced  Risk  Pesticide  List  2000,  San  Francisco  Integrated  Pest 

Management  Program,  http://www.ci.sfca.us/ipm/list  2000/coverhtm#list2000. 

^  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Board  of  Supervisors,  Resolution  557-01,  File  01 1208,  Resolution  of  support 
for  Senate  Bill  877.  July  13,  2001. 

Commission  on  the  Environment  \ 


Resolution  No.  0 1 1  -0 1  -COE 
Arsenic  Treated  Wood 
October  25,2001 
Draft 

1  WHEREAS,  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  passed  a 

2  Resolution  in  May,  2001,  urging  reduced  use  of  toxic  wood  preservatives,  including  arsenic-containing 

3  treatments®;  and, 

4  WHEREAS,  the  Presidio  Trust  has  a  Standard  Operation  Procedure  which  states  that  "Due  to  toxicity  and 

5  potential  effects  on  health  and  the  environment,  we  will  no  longer  purchase  [arsenic-]  treated  dimensional 

6  lumber... Treatment  processes  not  supported  by  the  Presidio  Trust  include:  chromated  copper  arsenate 

7  (CCA)  [and]  ammoniacal  copper  zinc  arsenate  (ACZA)"'';  and, 

8  WHEREAS,  legislation  banning  the  use  of  arsenic-containing  wood  in  playground  equipment  is  currently 

9  pending  in  the  United  States  House  of  Representatives^  and  the  Florida  legislature^,  and  has  passed  in 

10  Alachua  County,  Florida^",  and, 

1 1  WHEREAS,  legislation  requiring  a  warning  label  on  arsenic-treated  wood  is  currently  pending  in  the 

12  United  States  House  of  Representatives"  and  the  United  States  Senate^^,  and, 

13  WHEREAS,  arsenic  has  been  classified  by  the  US  EPA  as  a  Group  A,  known  human  carcinogen^^;  and, 


^  Commission  on  the  Environment,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  Resolution  No.  004-01 -COE.  Wood 
Preservatives,  May  21,  2001. 

^  Presidio  Trust  Intemal  Memorandum,  "Treated  Dimensional  Lumber,"  From  Bruce  Anderson  to  Steve  Potts  et  al, 
October  19,  2001.  On  file  at  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment  with  the  Commission  Secretary. 
^  107*  Congress,  1''  Session,  H.R.  2727,  "Arsenic-Lumber  Child  Protection  Act,"  introduced  August  2,  2001.  (to 
establish  a  labeling  requirement  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  in  order  to  prohibit 
the  use  of  arsenic-treated  Ixmiber  to  manufacture  playground  equipment,  and  for  other  purposes). 
'  Florida  Legislature,  H  1 13,  "Relating  to  Treated  Wood,"  prefiled  September  11,  2001,  (prohibits  use  of  wood 
products  treated  with  chromated  copper  arsenate  in  publicly  funded  playground  equipment,  and  prohibits  state 
agencies  from  purchasing  wood  treated  with  chromated  copper  arsenate,  inter  alia). 

Alachua  County  (Florida)  Board  of  Coimty  Commissioners,  acceptance  of  report  "Chromated  Copper  Arsenate 
(CCA)  Pressure  Treated  Wood  Inventory  and  Management  Practices  in  Alachua  County,"  September  25,  2001 
(recommending,  inter  alia,  arsenic-free  wood  for  county  purchasing,  replacement  of  arsenic-contaminated  mulch  and 
soil  in  playground  areas,  and  replacement  of  CCA-containing  playgrounds  and  picnic  tables  with  arsenic-free 
alternative  equipment) 

"  107*  Congress,  T'  Session,  H.R.  2721,  "Arsenic-Treated  Wood  Mandatory  Labeling  Act,"  introduced  August  2, 
2001  (to  amend  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946  to  require  that  a  warning  label  be  affixed  to  arsenic-treated 
wood  sold  in  the  United  States) 

107™  Congress,  T'  Session,  S.  877,  "Arsenic-Treated  Wood  Mandatory  Labeling  Act,"  introduced  May  14,  2001, 
(to  amend  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946  to  require  that  a  warning  label  be  affixed  to  arsenic-treated  wood 
sold  in  the  United  States). 
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Resolution  No.  0 1 1  -0 1  -COE 
Arsenic  Treated  Wood 
October  25,  2001 
Draft 

1  WHEREAS,  in  addition  to  skin  and  lung  cancer,  arsenic  is  also  known  to  cause  neurological  problenns, 

2  numbness,  paralysis,  and  other  human  health  problems  including:  nausea  and  vomiting;  decreased 

3  production  of  red  and  white  blood  cells;  abnormal  heart  rhythm;  blood  vessel  and  skin  damage^";  and, 

4  WHEREAS,  many  arsenical  treatments,  including  CCA,  also  contain  chromium  Vp^,  which  is  listed  as  a 

5  chemical  known  to  cause  cancer  under  California's  Safe  Drinking  Water  and  Toxic  Enforcement  Act^^  and 

6  has  been  classified  by  the  US  EPA  as  a  Group  A,  known  human  carcinogen  of  high  carcinogenic 

7  hazard^^;  and, 

8  WHEREAS,  studies  conducted  in  California^^,  Connecticut^^,  and  Florida^"  show  that  arsenic  leaches 

9  from  arsenic-treated  wood  and  can  end  up  on  children's  hands  and  in  their  mouths;  and, 

10  WHEREAS,  144  million  pounds  of  arsenic-based  wood  treatments  are  used  annually  in  the  United 

11  States^\and, 


12  WHEREAS,  wooden  playground  and  park  equipment  (including  picnic  tables  and  park  benches) 

13  throughout  San  Francisco  are  pressure-treated  with  arsenicals,  to  kill  insects  and  prevent  rot;  and, 


'^U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Integrated  Risk  Information  System  (IRIS)  on  Arsenic.  Environmental 
Criteria  and  Assessment  Office,  Office  of  Health  and  Environmental  Assessment,  Office  of  Research  and 
Development,  Cincinnati,  OH.  1993. 

Agency  for  Toxic  and  Substances  and  Disease  Registry  (ATSDR).  2000.  Toxicological  Profile  for  Arsenic. 
Atlanta,  GA:  U.S.  Department  of  Health  and  Human  Services,  Public  Health  Service. 

Brooks,  K.  M.  1993.  Anticipated  Environmental  Impacts  from  the  use  of  Chromated  Copper  Arsenate  (CCA) 
Treated  Wood.  Prepared  for  Western  Wood  Preservers  Institute. 

State  of  Califomia,  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Office  of  Environmental  Health  Hazard  Assessment,  Safe 
Drinking  Water  and  Toxic  Enforcement  Act  of  1986.  Chemicals  BLnown  to  the  State  to  Cause  Cancer  or 
Reproductive  Toxicity.  June  22,  2001.  http://www.oehha.org/prop65/prop65_list/NewHst.html. 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Office  of  Air  Quality  Planning  and  Standards,  Chromium  and 
Compounds,  Hazard  Summary,  http://www.epa.gov/ttn/uatw/hlthef/chromium.html. 

Califomia  Department  of  Health  Services.  1987.  Evaluation  of  hazards  posed  by  the  use  of  wood  preservatives 
on  playground  equipment.  Office  of  Environmental  Health  Hazard  Assessment.  Report  to  the  Legislature. 
"  Stillwell,  D.E.  1999.  Arsenic  in  Pressure  Treated  Wood.  Department  of  Analytical  Chemistry,  The  Connecticut 
Agricultural  Experiment  Station,  http://www.caes.state.ct.us/plantscienceday/1999psd/arsenic99.htm. 

Roberts,  S.M.  and  H.O.  Ochoa.  2001.  Report  assessing  the  risks  from  arsenic  exposure  through  direct  contact 
with  CCA-treated  wood.  Untitled.  Submitted  to  John  Ruddell,  Florida  Department  of  Environmental  Protection. 
April  10,  2001. 

^'  American  Wood  Preservers  Institute,  1997,  "1996  American  Wood  Preserving  Industry  Production  Statistical 
Report"  (Fairfax,  Virginia). 
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Resolution  No.  011-01-COE 
Arsenic  Treated  Wood 
October  25,  2001 
Draft 

1  WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  children  are  potentially  exposed  to  arsenic,  by  playing  on  wooden  playground 

2  and  park  equipment  treated  with  arsenic-based  treatments  such  as  Chromated  Copper  Arsenate  ("CCA"), 

3  Ammoniacal  Copper  Zinc  Arsenate  ("ACZA")  and  other  arsenic-containing  treatments;  and, 

4  WHEREAS,  parents  have  no  way  of  knowing  that  their  children  are  being  exposed  to  arsenic,  because 

5  there  is  no  warning  sign  on  playground  and  park  equipment  containing  arsenic;  and, 

6  WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  children  are  potentially  exposed  to  arsenic  at  California  State  Parks,  such  as 

7  Candlestick  Point  State  Park,  and  national  parks,  such  as  the  Presidio  and  Golden  Gate  National 

8  Recreation  Area,  by  playing  on  wooden  playsets,  eating  on  wooden  picnic  tables  and  sitting  on  wooden 

9  park  benches  treated  with  arsenic-based  treatments;  and, 

10  WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  residents  are  potentially  exposed  to  arsenic  through  a  variety  of  uses  of 

1 1  treated  wood  in  San  Francisco,  including  arsenic-treated  wood  used  in  construction;  and, 

12  WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  residents  are  potentially  exposed  to  arsenic  through  a  variety  of  uses  of 

13  treated  wood  in  California  State  parks,  such  as  Candlestick  Point  State  Park,  and  national  parks,  such  as 

14  the  Presidio  and  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area,  including  arsenic-treated  wood  used  in 

15  construction;  and, 

16  WHEREAS,  there  are  a  variety  of  arsenic-free  alternatives  to  wood-treated  with  arsenic  containing 

17  compounds  readily  available  throughout  California,  including  non-wood  substances  such  as  metal  and 

1 8  recycled  non-chlorinated  plastic,  sustainably  harvested  naturally  pest-  and  rot-resistant  woods,  and 

19  alternative  wood  treatments  such  as  Ammonium  Copper  Quaternary  ("ACQ")  and  Copper  Boron  Azole 

20  ("CBA");  now,  therefore,  be  it 

21  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of 

22  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  purchase  only  approved  arsenic-free  alternatives  from  a  list 

23  created  and  maintained  by  the  Department  of  the  Environment;  and,  be  it 
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Resolution  No.  0 1 1  -0 1  -COE 
Arsenic  Treated  Wood 
October  25,  2001 
Draft 

1  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

2  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  the  replacement  of  all  existing  City 

3  playground  and  park  equipment,  such  as  benches,  picnic  tables  and  playsets,  constructed  with  arsenic- 

4  treated  wood  with  arsenic-free  alternatives  as  soon  as  practicable;  and,  be  it 

5  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

6  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  immediately  seal  all  existing  City  arsenic-treated 

7  structures  with  a  sealant,  and  re-seal  every  two  years  until  such  time  that  all  structures  have  been 

8  replaced  with  arsenic-free  alternatives;  and,  be  it 

9  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

10  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  ensure  that  wood  treated  with  arsenic-containing 

1 1  compounds  is  not  re-used,  burned  nor  used  for  wood  chips  or  mulch,  but  is  disposed  of  in  an  approved 

12  landfill;  and,  be  it 

13  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

14  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  put  warning  labels  on  all  City  playground  and  park 

15  equipment,  such  as  benches,  picnic  tables  and  playsets,  constructed  out  of  wood  treated  with  arsenic- 

16  containing  compounds,  and,  be  it 

17  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

18  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  advise  the  State  of  California  to  stop  purchasing 

19  wood  treated  with  arsenic  and  to  instead  purchase  only  from  a  list  of  arsenic-free  alternatives  created  and 

20  maintained  by  the  Department  of  the  Environment;  and,  be  it 

21  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

22  Supen/isors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  the  State  of  California  to  replace  all  existing 

23  state  park  equipment  (such  as  benches  and  picnic  tables)  constructed  with  arsenic-treated  wood  with 

24  arsenic-free  alternatives  as  soon  as  practicable,  and  immediately  seal  existing  state  owned  arsenic- 
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Resolution  No.  01 1-01 -COE 
Arsenic  Treated  Wood 
October  25,  2001 
Draft 

1  treated  structures  with  a  sealant,  and  re-seal  every  two  years  until  such  time  that  all  structures  have  been 

2  replaced  with  arsenic-free  alternatives;  and,  be  it 

3  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

4  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  the  State  of  California  to  put  warning  labels 

5  on  all  state  playground  and  park  equipment  that  contains  arsenic,  develop  a  plan  to  completely  phase  out 

6  the  use  of  arsenic-treated  wood  in  state-owned  facilities,  provide  funding  for  the  conversion  and  sealing  of 

7  playground  and  park  equipment  constructed  with  wood  treated  with  compounds  containing  arsenic,  and 

8  ensure  that  arsenic-treated  wood  is  not  burned  and  is  not  used  for  wood  chips  or  mulch,  but  Is  disposed 

9  of  in  an  approved  landfill;  and,  be  it 

10  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 

1 1  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  urge  Home  Depot  and  other  building  products 

12  retailers  to  stop  selling  arsenic-treated  wood  and  instead  offer  arsenic-free  alternatives. 
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DEC  2  I  2001 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


POMMISSION  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  ^AN  FRANCISCO 


RANDALL  HAYES.  PRESIDENT 
PARJN  SHAH,  VICE  PRESIDENT 
THE  REV.  SALLY  G.  BINGHAM 
ARLENE  RODRIGUEZ 


REBECCA  EVANS 
SHELLEY  BRADFORD-BELL 
ROBERT  K.  WERBE 


1  Minutes 
Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  C^tober  25,  2001 
6:00  p.m..  Room  421,  City  Hall 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  meeting  was  called  to  order  by  Chair  Evans  at 
6:01  p.m.  Commissioners  Evans  and  Hayes  were  present.  Commissioner  Shah  was 
excused. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  July  26,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

The  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Hayes. 
Connmissioner  Evans  commented  on  the  minutes  regarding  her  statement  on 
the  polio  vaccine  causing  cancer.  She  preferred  a  statement  indicating  that 
the  polio  vaccine  is  "suspected  of  causing  various  cancers". 

3.  Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  011-01-COE  Arsenic-Treated  Wood. 

•  Debbie  Raphael  introduced  the  resolution  and  how  the  Commission  looked  at 
wood  preservatives  in  the  past  concerning  specific  preservatives.  She  described 
the  basis  for  the  resolution  and  how  the  City  has  strong  policies  and  ordinances 
that  direct  San  Francisco  to  use  fewer  pesticides  within  its  boundaries. 

•  Kristal  Aliyas  described  revisions  to  the  Arsenic-Treated  Wood  resolution  since 
the  mailing  of  the  original  draft. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  presented  a  letter  from  Osmos,  Inc.  requesting  a 
postponement  for  consideration  of  the  Arsenic-Treated  Wood  resolution  until 
November  2001 ,  a  letter  from  WaterKeepers  in  support  of  the  proposed  Arsenic- 
Treated  Wood  resolution  and  that  Hayward  Lumber  offers  their  support. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  moved  the  resolution  for  consideration. 

•  Questions/Comments: 

(a)  Commissioner  Evans  asked  why  references  to  the  Presidio  and  Golden  Gate 
National  Recreation  Area  were  taken  out.  Debbie  Raphael  replied  that  the 
Department  wanted  to  address  general  parties  rather  than  specific  parks  in 
the  City. 

(b)  Debbie  Raphael's  question  concerned  the  scope  of  who  is  affected.  The 
original  resolution  affected  only  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
whereas  the  present  resolution  affects  the  sale  in  retail  outlets  citywide.  She 
asked  if  a  specific  resolved  clause  addresses  this  change. 

(c)  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  if  the  Department  recommends  banning  the 
sale  of  arsenic-treated  wood  and  Debbie  Raphael  replied  affirmatively. 

(d)  Commissioner  Evans  said  that  a  resolution  may  not  be  passed  and  relies  on 
public  testimony. 
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(e)  Debbie  Raphael  mentioned  that  banning  the  sale  of  arsenic-treated  wood  is 
significant  with  the  Departnnent  and  she  contacted  both  the  state  and  EPA  if 
the  Department  has  the  legal  authority  to  ban  the  use  of  arsenic-treated 
wood  and  they  replied  affirmatively. 


4.      Public  Comment  INFORMATION 

(a)  Alise  Cappel,  Research  Director  for  Center  for  Environmental  Health  (CEH), 
investigated  adverse-health  effects  of  CCA  on  carpenters  working  with 
pressure-treated  wood  who  are  permanently  injured. 

(b)  Katie  Silberman,  Public  Policy  Advocate  with  CEH,  spoke  in  support  of  the 
resolution  and  described  nationwide  awareness  of  arsenic  and  its  severe 
health  effects.  She  submitted  media  publications  that  have  addressed 
arsenic  concerns  and  considering  alternatives. 

(c)  Renee  Sharp,  Researcher  for  Environmental  Working  Group,  spoke  in 
support  of  the  resolution,  offered  her  research  data  that  illustrates  the 
negative  health  effects  of  arsenic  and  submitted  this  literature  to  the 
Commission. 

(d)  Jay  Ach,  Port  of  San  Francisco,  suggested  the  resolution  have  an 
amendment  to  reflect  arsenic-treated  wood  in  park/public  spaces  because 
the  implementation  of  the  resolution  citywide  would  impact  Port  operations 
and  facilities.  He  said  the  Port  likes  ACZA  as  an  environmental  acceptable 
option  and  is  not  aware  of  other  materials  acceptable  for  marine  use. 

(e)  Michael  Green,  Executive  Director  of  CEH,  said  that  ACQ  is  used  as  a 
marine  alternative  to  ACZA  and  at  comparable  costs.  He  spoke  in  support  of 
the  resolution  to  protect  public  health  and  set  national  precedence. 

(f)  Michael  Steel,  attorney  representing  Osmos,  Inc,  requested  a  continuance  to 
prepare  scientific  information  to  present  to  the  Commission  for  decision- 
making. 

(g)  Commissioner  Evans  described  the  procedure  for  approving  resolutions  at 
the  committee  and  full  commission  level  and  spoke  of  Hayward  Lumber  as  a 
supplier  of  alternatives  to  arsenic-treated  wood. 

(h)  Dave  Rupp,  Archwood  Protection,  spoke  in  agreement  with  Mr.  Steel  that 
the  industry  needs  more  time.  He  mentioned  a  Consumer  Product  Safety 
study  that  analyzes  the  effects  of  arsenic  on  playground  structures.  He 
submitted  literature  and  a  video  regarding  treated  wood. 

(i)  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  Mr.  Ach  to  elaborate  on  the  exemption  for  Port 
uses.  Mr.  Ach  replied  that  the  Port  incorporates  environmental  issues  into  its 
projects. 

(j)  Commissioner  Evans  mentioned  the  possibility  of  having  the  Port  provide  a 
presentation  for  the  Commission  about  its  environmental  work. 

(k)  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  about  the  possibility  of  switching  away  from 
creosote.  Mr.  Ach  replied  that  the  Port  has  received  pressure  from  the 
California  Department  of  Fish  &  Game  regarding  effects  on  juvenile  herring 
eggs  and  its  concern  that  herring  spawning  on  creosote  pilings  is  an  issue. 

(I)  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  about  alternatives  applicable  to  marine  uses. 
Debbie  Raphael  responded  that  copper  is  a  problem  because  of  its  aquatic 
toxicity.  The  Department  is  working  with  Philip  Dickey,  Washington  state 
scientist,  to  determine  which  ones  are  suitable  for  an  aquatic  environment. 
Mr.  Ach  mentioned  that  some  applications  can  drive  piles  in  certain 
situations  and  that  wood  is  both  strong  and  flexible.  The  Port  does  not  want 
to  be  left  with  any  particular  alternatives. 

(m)  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  if  the  Port  could  determine  the  degree  of  the 
problem  for  using  a  product  that  is  both  'strong  and  flexible'.  Mr.  Ach  did  not 
offer  a  particular  percentage  but  gave  statistics  for  the  pile  size  and  what 


types  can  be  replaced  with  concrete, 
(n)  Renee  Sharp  said  that  a  non-trade  association  exists  that  certifies  wood  for 
particular  uses. 

(o)  Commissioner  Evans  stated  that  a  resolve  clause  does  not  exist  that 

matches  the  title.  Debbie  Raphael  offered  proposed  language  to  include  the 
city  and  county  of  San  Francisco  that  extends  beyond  city  staff  and  county 
property. 

(p)  Director  Blumenfeld  stated  that  since  evidence  exists  against  arsenic, 
producers  have  switched  over,  and  asked  why  other  cities/counties  haven't 
passed  resolutions  until  now.  Katie  Silberman  replied  that  environmental 
groups  are  interested  and  that  it  is  a  recent  issue. 

(q)  Commissioner  Hayes  addressed  industries/manufacturers  about  alternatives 
offered.  Ken  Lockwood  replied  that  his  organization  uses  environmentally 
sensitive  wood  preservatives  because  of  public  input.  He  stressed  that  CCA 
is  a  good  product  but  consumers  do  not  want  it.  Katie  Silberman  described 
communication  with  Bill  Hayward  of  Hayward  Lumber  that  his  organization 
decided  to  switch  from  arsenic-treated  wood  in  consideration  of  their  workers 
and  communities. 

(r)  Michael  Green  gave  statistics  on  arsenic  use  and  how  50%  of  its  use  is  in 
the  United  States.  He  mentioned  EPA's  concern  about  disposing  of 
arsenicals  in  a  landfill  rather  than  a  hazardous  waste  landfill. 

(s)  Commissioner  Hayes  suggested  a  revision  on  the  resolution  language. 

(t)  Dave  Rupp  commented  that  the  use  of  arsenic-treated  wood  in  the  United 
States  comes  from  mining  waste  and  is  a  recycled  product.  He  suggested 
looking  at  the  Life  Cycle  Analysis  to  examine  the  scale. 

(u)  Director  Blumenfeld  asked  Mr.  Rupp  about  industry's  vision  for  progress  and 
the  viability  of  alternatives  in  the  future  considering  the  health  perspective. 
Mr.  Rupp  suggested  considering  other  scientific  studies  and  that  CCA  has  a 
70-year  history  of  safe  use. 

(v)  Commissioner  Evans  asked  if  CCA  leaches  when  it  gets  wet.  Mr.  Rupp 
replied  that  it  leaches  like  other  alternatives 

(w)  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  Mr.  Steel  if  studies  on  arsenic  include 

alternatives.  Mr.  Steel  answered  that  he  can  present  the  information  that  is 
a  misrepresentation  of  the  science  cited  at  tonight's  meeting. 

(x)  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  who  funds  studies  and  does  Debbie  Raphael 
need  more  studies  for  references.  Debbie  Raphael  supported  the  resolution 
and  its  citations.  She  stated  the  Department  works  with  the  precautionary 
approach  because  non-carcinogenic  alternatives  exist. 

(y)  Renee  Sharp  stated  that  all  research  and  data  presented  were  performed  by 
state  agencies  or  other  independent  entities  (not  industry  or  the 
environmental  community)  and  is  based  on  USGS  figures. 

(z)  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  Mr.  Green  about  bans  in  other  countries  and 
how  they  affect  marine  applications.  Mr.  Green  said  he  would  offer 
information  in  the  future  to  see  if  studies  exist  that  compare  the  two  to  submit 
to  the  Commission.  Commissioner  Hayes  recommended  not  taking  action 
on  the  current  resolution  until  the  upcoming  full  commission  meeting  to  allow 
time  to  gather  more  information. 

(aa)Commissioner  Evans  stated  that  the  Commission  welcomes  input  from  the 
Department  of  Recreation  and  Park. 

(bb)Mario  Avendano,  Recreation  and  Park  representative,  said  new  play 

apparatus  are  constructed  of  plastic  and  steel  to  stay  away  from  arsenicals. 
Sizeable  inventory  of  old  wooden  play  structures  that  are  pressure  treated 
are  still  available  with  Recreation  and  Park.  He  mentioned  that  due  to 
budget  constraints,  it  would  be  difficult  to  re-seal  structures  biannually  in 
addition  to  using  the  new  plastic/steel  materials. 

(cc)John  Johnson,  California  Cascade,  mentioned  the  science  advisory  panel 


with  the  EPA  concluded  that  CCA  preserved  wood  does  not  produce  undue 

health  risks  for  humans  with  long-term  exposure. 
(dd)Commissioner  Hayes  asked  Debbie  Raphael  about  the  resolution  language, 

why  there  was  a  need  to  seal  a  structure  and  then  place  a  warning  label. 

Ms.  Raphael  replied  that  it  was  a  Right-to-Know  issue. 
(ee)Mr.  Ach  asked  if  the  resolution  language  concerning  'sealing  of  structures' 

applied  to  playground  structures  versus  piers,  buildings  and  large-scale 

structures  and  requested  language  clarification, 
(ff)  Commissioner  Evans  thanked  everyone's  presence  at  the  meeting  and  that 

consideration  for  the  resolution  will  continue  at  the  following  full  commission 

meeting  or  at  the  next  Planning  and  Policy  Meeting. 


Adjournment.  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:10  p.m. 
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IS  CANCELLED. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 
IS  tentatively  scheduled  for 
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statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton 
B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854 
E-mail:  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us 

NOTICE  OF  CANCELLATION 

OF 
MEETING 

The  December  27,  2001  Meeting  of  the 
Planning  and  Policy  Committee  of  the 
Commission  on  the  Environment 

HAS  been  cancelled,  it  has  been 
RESCHEDULED  for 


Tuesday,  January  8,  2002 
6:00  PM 

Department  of  the  Environment 
11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 
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COMMISSION  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


PARINSHAH,  PRESIDENT 
REBECCA  EVANS,  VICE  PRESIDENT 
RANDALL  HAYES 
ROBERT  K.  WERBE 


THE  REV.  SALLY  G.  BINGHAM 
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-^Notice  &  Agenda 
^Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Special*  Meeting 
^  Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 

Tuesday ,^anuary  8,  2002 
6:00  p.m.,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


1 .      Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  October  25,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting  ACTION 

(Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  October  25,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting)** 

3.  Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  001-02-COE  Ocean  Beach  ACTION 

(Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  001-02-COE  Ocean  Beach)** 

4.  Public  Comment  INFORMATION 

5.  Adjournment 

*  This  is  a  Special  Meeting  because  it  is  not  held  on  the  regular  meeting  day  or  at  the  regular  location. 

**        Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the 
Commission's  webpage:  www.ci.sfca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
kristal_aliyas@ci.sf  ca.us  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 
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<^  Minutes 


Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Special  Meeting 
Rebecca  Ev.ans,  Chair 
Tuesday,  January  8,  2002 
6:00  p.m.,  11  Grove  Street 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  Commissioner  Evans  called  the  meeting  to  order  at 
6:05  p.m.  Commissioners  Evans  and  Hayes  were  present.  Commissioner  Shah  was 
late. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  October  25,  2001  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

The  minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Hayes. 
Commissioner  Shah  did  not  vote  on  the  minutes. 

3.  Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  001-02-COE  Ocean  Beach. 

•  Frank  Filice  from  the  Department  of  Public  Works  outlined  issues  that  the  Ocean 
Beach  Task  Force  focused  on  including:  use,  erosion  control,  natural  resources 
and  aesthetics.  He  noted  the  need  for  an  acknowledgement  that  Ocean  Beach 
is  under  National  Park  Service  management  with  its  own  rules  and  regulations. 
He  asked  if  the  Sustainability  Plan  of  San  Francisco  related  to  the  proposed 
resolution. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  for  a  clarification  on  what  makes  Ocean  Beach  the 
"largest"  beach.  Mark  Westlund,  Public  Information  Officer,  replied  that  the 
description  refers  to  length  as  a  parameter. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  about  the  volume  of  sand  nourishment.  Mr.  Filice 
replied  that  the  coastal  permit  addresses  the  area  north  of  Sloat  Boulevard  but 
erosion  issues  occur  south  of  Sloat. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  referred  to  the  resolution  language  and  asked  how  the 
Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors  should  support  the  Department  of  Public  Works 
(DPW)  and  if  they  are  existing  or  desired  efforts.  Mr.  Filice  and  Mr.  Westlund 
replied  that  they  are  both. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  how  the  Board  supports  DPW's  budget.  Mr. 
Westlund  replied  that  it  comes  from  public  support  but  the  Great  Highway  may 
close  or  diversion  of  traffic  will  occur  in  the  winter  because  of  erosion  and  public 
safety  concerns. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  if  experts  have  examined  the  erosion  rate  on  the 
California  coastline.  Mr.  Filice  replied  it  is  currently  underway  and  he  wants  the 
resolution  presently  at  the  Board  to  be  removed  and  have  a  new  resolution  that 
provides  broad  direction  to  maintain  traffic  flow,  look  at  retreat,  technical  and 
aesthetic  issues. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  if  the  amendment  of  the  coastal  permit  needs  to 
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occur.  Mr.  Filice  replied  affirmatively. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  if  all  stakeholders  are  part  of  the  Ocean  Beach  Task 
Force.  Mr.  Filice  replied  negatively  indicating  that  there  is  a  need  for  broader 
based  community  evaluation. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  if  any  opposition  to  broader  interest  exists.  Mr. 
Westlund  replied  that  it  would  manifest  itself  with  the  closing  of  Great  Highway. 
Mr.  Filice  added  that  Supervisor  Hall  asked  about  the  same  issue  and  wanted  to 
be  prepared  to  address  his  constituents  if  the  Highway  closed. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  if  relationships  could  improve.  Mr.  Filice  replied  that 
he  wants  a  new  permit  by  June  when  the  current  one  expires.  His  department  is 
engaged  more  with  other  parties  and  he  expressed  the  need  to  incorporate  the 
National  Park  Service  advisory  committee  into  the  process. 

•  Mr.  Filice  commented  that  the  real  beach  issues  are  management  issues  for  the 
public:  recycling,  maintenance  and  function. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  if  bonfires  were  permitted.  Mr.  Westlund  replied 
that  only  for  parties  20  people  or  larger,  a  permit  is  necessary. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  commented  on  the  resolution  language  and  asked  if 
alternatives  articulated  in  the  document  need  to  be  referenced  and  what  were 
the  six  specific  alternatives.  Mr.  Westlund  provided  the  list. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  if  an  Environmental  Impact  Statement  would 
determine  whether  or  not  building  or  examining  an  artificial  reef  would  work.  She 
also  asked  if  recycling  receptacles  were  available  on  Ocean  Beach.  Mr. 
Westlund  replied  that  some  are  present,  get  filled  and  overflow  occurs  and  there 
is  a  need  for  more  as  a  policy  directive. 

•  Jim  Firth,  Aide  to  Supervisor  Yee,  commented  on  the  resolution  language  and  if 
the  zoo  entrance  will  be  affected,  in  terms  of  road  closure.  Mr.  Filice  replied  that 
he  doesn't  believe  the  entrance  will  be  affected. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  if  other  supervisors  were  informed  about  this 
resolution. 

•  Commissioner  Shah  asked  that  since  fire  and  habitat  are  not  specifically  stated, 
could  habitat  be  included  in  addition  to  safety  concerns.  Mr.  Westlund  replied 
that  he  would  discuss  this  topic  with  the  Task  Force. 

•  After  all  comments  and  questions,  the  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted  with 
amendments. 


4.  Public  Comment  INFORMATION 

•    Commissioner  Hayes  commented  that  the  climate  resolution  was  supposed  to 
be  introduced  but  was  delayed  until  the  following  week.  He  asked  about  the 
progress  on  the  LEED  (Leadership  in  Energy  &  Environmental  Design) 
resolution  and  wants  the  City  to  go  on  record  following  Portland  and  Seattle 
efforts. 

5.  Adjournment.  The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:05  p.m. 
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Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


Adoption  of  Minutes  of  January  8,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Special 
Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  January  8,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Special  Meeting)* 

Presentation  of  Resource  Protection  Plan 

Dan  McKenna,  Superintendent  Southern  Division,  Department  of  Recreation  and 
Park 

Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  002-02-COE  California  Quail 

(Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  002-02-COE  California  Quail)* 

Commissioner  Evans,  Sponsor 
Public  Comment 

Adjournment 


THE  REV.  SALLY  G.  BINGHAM 
SHELLEY  BRADFORD-BELL 
ARLENE  RODRIGUEZ 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT, 

JAN  1  e  2002 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

ACTION 


PRESENTATION 


ACTION 


INFORMATION 


*  Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove 

Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the 
Commission's  webpage:  www.ci.sfca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
kristal_aliyas@ci.sf.ca.us  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 

Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 
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The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  sinnilar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  nnay  order  the  renaoval  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Accessibility  of  IVIeeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center, 
four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister, 
#1 9  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71 
Haighl^Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and 
Market  and  Civic  Center.  The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van 
Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call 
923-6142.  There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas, 
audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and 
hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton 
B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  OA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854 
E-mail:  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us 


Resolution  No.  002-02-COE 
California  Quail 
January  24,  2002 

1  URGING  THE  MAYOR  AND  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  OF  THE  CITY  AND 

2  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  TO  ENDORSE  THE  GOLDEN  GATE  AUDUBON 

3  SOCIETY' S  SAVE  THE  QUAIL  CAMPAIGN' S  PLAN  FOR  RESTORING 

4  CALIFORNIA  'S  QUAIL  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO. 
5 

6  WHEREAS,  the  California  quail  (Callipepla  califomica)  is  the  official  state  bird  of 

7  California  and  the  official  city  bird  of  San  Francisco;  and, 

8  WHEREAS,  the  quail  is  native  to  San  Francisco,  its  current  population  being  descended 

9  from  quail  that  were  here  before  European  contact;  and, 

10  WHEREAS,  the  California  quail  is  significant  to  our  cultural  history  as  well  as  our 

1 1  natural  heritage,  as  quail  were  an  important  food  source  to  the  Ohlone  people  and  to  the 

12  early  settlers;  and, 

13  WHEREAS,  recent  quail  population  counts  in  parks  across  San  Francisco  reveal  a  major 

14  city-wide  decline  over  the  past  150  years;  and, 

15  WHEREAS,  in  Golden  Gate  Park  there  has  been  a  fifty  percent  decline  in  quail 

16  populations  since  1998  and  a  drop  in  numbers  from  1500  birds  in  1900  to  6  birds  in 

17  December  2001;  and, 

18  WHEREAS,  quail  no  longer  reside  at  Lincohi  Park,  Harding  Park,  Stem  Grove  and  Pine 

1 9  Lake  Park,  and  presumably  other  areas,  where  once  they  were  numerous;  and, 

20  WHEREAS,  the  California  quail  is  in  danger  of  being  extirpated  from  San  Francisco 

21  County  due  to  continued  loss  of  suitable  and  sustainable  habitat  and  the  infroduction  of 

22  invasive  non-native  plants,  and  if  extirpated  will  not  re-populate  on  their  own;  and, 

23  WHEREAS,  The  Sustainability  Plan  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco  emphasizes  that 

24  protecting  our  city's  biodiversity  is  essential  for  the  ecological  health  of  the  ecosystems 

25  found  here,  and  includes  the  following  goals:  "To  protect  and  restore  remnant  natural 
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Resolution  No.  002-02-COE 
California  Quail 
January  24,  2002 

1  ecosystems"  and  "To  protect  sensitive  species  and  their  habitats  and  support  their 

2  recovery  in  San  Francisco,"  and, 

3  WHEREAS,  the  Golden  Gate  Audubon  Society  has  developed  a  program  called  the 

4  "Save  the  Quail"  campaign  to  increase  quail  populations  in  appropriate  open  space  areas 

5  throughout  the  City  through  hands-on  habitat  enhancement  stewardship  for  residents  of 

6  all  ages  and  cultures;  and, 

7  WHEREAS,  on  July  14,  2000  the  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  and  the  Mayor  approved  a 

8  resolution^  endorsing  the  "Save  the  Quail"  campaign  and  urging  the  Recreation  and  Park 

9  Department,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  other  city  departments  to  give  the 

10  utmost  cooperation  and  support  to  the  "Save  the  Quail"  campaign  without  killing  other 

1 1  animals  and  designating  the  California  Quail  as  the  Official  Bird  of  the  City  and  County 

12  of  San  Francisco;  and, 

13  WHEREAS,  in  this  Resolution  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  also  urged  the 

14  Department  of  Recreation  and  Parks  to  allocate  funds  to  the  Significant  Natural 

15  Resources  Areas  Management  Program  for  the  development  and  implementation  of  a 

16  Quail  recovery  and  management  plan;  and, 

17  WHEREAS,  the  Golden  Gate  Audubon  Society  has  developed  a  Plan  for  Restoring 

18  California  Quail  in  San  Francisco  usmg  the  professional  expertise  of  the  biological 

19  consulting  firm  LS A  Associates;  and, 

20  WHEREAS,  that  scientifically-developed  Plan  sets  out  a  realistic  and  implementable 

21  program  for  restoring  California  quail  in  San  Francisco;  and 

'  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Board  of  Supervisors,  Resolution  No.  63 1-00,  File  001215.  July  10, 
2000. 

^  LSA  Associates,  Inc.  Golden  Gate  Audubon  Society's  Save  the  Quail  Campaign:  Plan  for  Restoring 
California  Quail  in  San  Francisco.  November  14,  2001. 
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California  Quail 
January  24,  2002 

1  WHEREAS,  the  Plan  for  Restoring  California  Quail  in  San  Francisco  complies  with  the 

2  Board  of  Supervisors'  and  Mayor's  direction  to  achieve  Quail  recovery  without  killing 

3  other  animals;  now,  therefore  be  it 

4  RESOLVED,  that  the  San  Francisco  Commission  on  the  Environment  endorses  the 

5  "Save  the  Quail"  campaign's"  Plan  for  Restoring  California  Quail  in  San  Francisco;" 

6  and,  be  it 

7  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Recreation 

8  and  Park  Department  to  allocate  funding  for  implementation  of  those  portions  of  the  Plan 

9  that  pertain  to  City  Parks;  and  be  it 

1 0  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  other  City 

1 1  agencies  to  support  the  implementation  of  those  portions  of  the  Plan  that  fall  within  their 

12  purview. 
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Minutes 

^Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular  Meeting 
Rebecca  ^vans,  Chair 
Thursday,  January  24,  2002 
6:00  p.m..  City  Hall,  Room  421 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  Commissioner  Evans  called  the  meeting  to  order  at 
6:01  p.m.  Commissioners  Evans  and  Shah  were  present.  Commissioner  Hayes  was 
excused. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  January  8,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Special 
Meeting. 

Tfie  commissioners  unanimously  adopted  the  minutes  upon  motion  by 
Commissioner  Shah. 

3.  Presentation  on  Resource  Protection  Plan. 

Dan  McKenna,  Department  of  Recreation  and  Park,  presented  an  outline  of  the 
Resource  Protection  Plan.  He  explained  that  this  plan  differs  from  the  Palmer 
approach  and  promotes  practical  application  on  the  kikuyu  location  versus  a  blanket 
application. 

He  explained  that  PGA  approached  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  have 
golf  accessible  to  A  diverse  youth  population  and  wants  Harding  to  serve  as  a 
municipal  golf  course.  They  would  use  the  Open  Space  Fund  and  eventually  the 
course  would  pay  for  itself.  He  explained  that  night-lighting  is  not  used. 
He  noted  what  makes  kikuyu  a  noxious  weed  and  that  it  crowds  other  grasses.  The 
vision  statement  indicates  it  will  develop  and  maintain  an  environmentally 
responsible  golf  course  that  is  economically  viable.  He  stated  that  of  the  1 35  acres 
of  turf,  about  80%  is  affected  with  kikuyu  and  that  additional  staff  is  necessary  to 
implement  IPM. 

Mr.  McKenna  described  available  options  to  address  the  kikuyu  including:  tilling, 

excavation,  solarization  and  herbicide  application 

Questions: 

1 )  Commissioner  Shah  asked  if  there  were  other  grasses  to  remove.  Mr. 
McKenna  responded  that  through  tilling  and  other  means,  effective  control 
could  happen  versus  using  pesticide  application.  He  emphasized  that  cost 
is  not  a  factor. 

2)  An  unidentified  man  commented  that  kikuyu  is  located  on  the  golf  course  as 
well  as  in  other  areas  in  the  lake.  Mr.  McKenna  added  that  natural  areas  are 
major  users  of  Round-Up  and  need  5-10  years  to  rid  the  area  of  invasives. 

3)  Commissioner  Evans  added  that  exotics  appear  over  a  long-period  of  time 
and  if  this  factor  is  taken  into  account.  Mr.  McKenna  responded  that  his 
department  has  allowed  for  particular  non-natives  to  remain  in  certain  areas. 
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4)  Recommendations: 

a)  Use  a  target  application  with  series  of  diminishing  applications 
leading  to  spot  and  physical  removal  by  projected  date  of  05/01/02 

b)  Debbie  Raphael,  Department  of  the  Environment,  needs  a  written 
statement  of  accountability  with  the  public,  government,  Commission 
on  the  Environment  and  non-profit  organizations  (Pesticide  Watch). 

c)  Ms.  Raphael  also  needs  both  the  Resource  Protection  and 
Integrated  Pest  Management  Plans. 

5)  An  unidentified  gentleman  commented  that  he  does  not  like  Round-up  but 
understands  its  need  to  get  rid  of  ki[<uyu. 


4.      Consideration  and  Approval  of  Resolution  No.  002-02-COE  California  Quail  ACTION 

•  Commissioner  Shah  motioned  for  consideration  of  the  resolution  and 
mentioned  the  possible  feral  cat  advocates'  complaints. 

•  Ms.  Raphael  asked  for  a  summary  of  the  plan.  A  representative  from 
Golden  Gate  Audubon  Society  stated  the  plan  focuses  on  habitat  restoration 
including:  creating  shrub,  planting  food  plants,  monitoring  and  reintroduction 
of  quail. 

•  The  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted. 


5. 
5. 


Public  Comments. 

There  were  no  public  comments  at  this  time. 
Adjournment.  The  meeting  adjourned  at  7:15  p.m. 
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Thursday,  February  28,  2002 
6:00  p.m.,  Room  421,  City  l-iall 


02-22-02P05 :47  RCVD 


1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  January  24,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular  ACTION 
Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  January  24,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Regular  Meeting)* 

3.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  003-02-COE  Solar  Revenue  Bond  ACTION 

(Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  003-02-COE  Solar  Revenue  Bond)* 


Commissioner  Hayes,  Sponsor 


Urging  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco's  Public  Utilities  Commission  to 
immediately  implement  the  Solar  Revenue  Bond  for  San  Francisco's  Public 
Facilities. 

4.      Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  004-02-COE  SURTASS  LFA  Sonar  Resolution  ACTION 

(Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  004-02-COE  Sonar  Resolution)* 


A  resolution  opposing  the  United  States  of  America's  deployment  of 
Surveillance  Towed  Array  Sensor  System  Low  Frequency  Active  (SURTASS 
LFA)  Sonar. 

5.  Attendance  at  Johannesberg  Environmental  Summit  DISCUSSION 

6.  Consideration  on  Future  Resolutions  DISCUSSION 

7.  Public  Comment  INFORMATION 

8.  Adjournment 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the 
Commission's  webpage:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment  commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the 


1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Envlronment@ci.sf.ca.us 
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Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
kristal_aliyas@ci.sf.ca.us  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 

Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center, 
four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister, 
#19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71 
Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and 
Market  and  Civic  Center.  The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van 
Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call 
923-61 42.  There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas, 
audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and 
hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton 
B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854 
E-mail:  Donna_Hall(gci.sf.ca.us 


( 


Resolution  No.  004-02-COE 
SURTASS  LFA  Sonar/Draft 
February  28,  2002 

1  A  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  THE  UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA'S 

2  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY'S  PROPOSED  DEPLOYMENT  OF 

3  SURVEILLANCE  TOWED  ARRAY  SENSOR  SYSTEM  LOW  FREQUENCY 

4  ACTIVE  (SURTASS  LFA)  SONAR 
5 

6  WHEREAS,  the  United  States  Navy  is  requesting  a  Letter  of  Authorization  from  the 

7  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  under  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  (MMPA)  in 

8  order  to  facilitate  its  proposed  Surveillance  Towed  Array  Sensor  System  (SURTASS) 

9  Low  Frequency  Active  (LFA)  sonar  program;  and 

10  WHEREAS,  the  Navy  states  that  the  proposed  SURTASS  LFA  sonar  program  would 

1 1  meet  the  need  for  improved  detection  of  foreign  submarines,  thereby  providing  the  Navy 

12  with  adequate  time  to  react  to,  and  defend  against,  submarine  warfare;  and 

13  WHEREAS,  during  deployment,  the  proposed  SURTASS  LFA  sonar  systems  would 

14  introduce  low-frequency  acoustic  signals  into  the  world's  oceans  that  could  potentially 

15  affect  marine  Hfe;  and 

16  WHEREAS,  the  protection  of  whales  and  other  marine  mammals  is  of  great  concern  to 

17  the  citizenry  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and 

18  WHEREAS,  the  protection  and  preservation  of  the  ocean  and  marine  mammals  that 

19  inhabit  the  ocean  are  of  great  cultural  and  historical  significance  in  San  Francisco  and  the 

20  state  of  California;  and 

21  WHEREAS,  numerous  scientific  and  environmental  groups  have  proffered  evidence  that 

22  the  use  of  SURTASS  LFA  sonar  may  be  linked  to  internal  bleeding,  disorientation  and 

23  hearing  loss,  resulting  in  whale  deaths  and  strandings;  and 

24  WHEREAS,  according  to  the  Navy's  own  test  results,  certain  low  frequency  sonar  levels 

25  may  have  harmful  effects  on  humans  who  swim  or  dive  in  nearby  waters;  and 
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Resolution  No.  004-02-COE 
SURTASS  LFA  Sonar/Draft 
February  28,  2002 

1  WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Commission  on  the  Environment  beheves  that  there  are 

2  other  technologies  already  deployed  or  soon  to  be  deployed,  that  can  perform  the  same 

3  function  as  SURTASS  LFA  without  the  harmful  side  effects;  and 

4  WHEREAS,  the  protection  of  marine  life  in  California's  waters  is  not  just  an  ecological, 

5  biological,  or  cultural  concern,  but  also  a  matter  of  economic  necessity  because  a  healthy 

6  ocean  environment  is  an  integral  part  of  San  Francisco  and  California's  visitor-driven 

7  economy. 

8  NOW,  THEREFORE,  BE  IT  RESOLVED  that  the  San  Francisco  Commission  on  the 

9  Environment  hereby  opposes  the  United  States  Navy's  proposed  deployment  of 

10  Surveillance  Towed  Array  Sensor  System  (SURTASS)  Low  Frequency  Active 

1 1  (LFA)  sonar  program  unless  and  until  scientific  evidence  clearly  and  independently 

12  establishes  that  no  harmful  effects  on  the  marine  environment  will  result  from  the 

1 3  program;  and,  be  it 

1 4  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  Commission  requests  that  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 

15  Service  reject  the  United  States  of  America  Department  of  the  Navy's  application  for  a 

16  Letter  of  Authorization  to  take  marine  mammals  during  the  deployment  of  the  SURTASS 

17  LFA  sonar  unless  and  until  it  is  established  that  no  harmful  effects  will  result  from  such 

1 8  deployment;  and,  be  it 

1 9  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  Commission  requests  that  that  National  Marine 

20  Fisheries  Service  conduct  public  hearings  in  San  Francisco  and  throughout  the  State  of 

21  California  on  the  application  for  the  proposed  deployment  of  the  sonar  program;  and,  be 

22  it 
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Resolution  No.  004-02-COE 
SURTASS  LFA  Sonar/Draft 
February  28,  2002 

FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  copies  of  this  resolution  be  transmitted  to  President  George 
W.  Bush,  Senator  Barbara  Boxer,  Senator  Dianne  Feinstein,  Representative  Tom  Lantos, 
Representative  Nancy  Pelosi,  Governor  Gray  Davis,  Mayor  WilHe  L.  Brown,  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
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Resolution  No.  003-02-COE 
Solar  Revenue  Bond/Draft 
February  28,  2002 

1  URGING  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO'S  PUBLIC  UTILITY 

2  COMMISSION  TO  IMMEDIATELY  IMPLEMENT  THE  SOLAR  REVENUE  BOND 

3  FOR  SAN  FRANCISCO'S  PUBLIC  FACILITIES. 
4 

5  WHEREAS,  the  majority  of  the  world's  Nobel  prize  winning  scientists  have  signed  a 

6  letter  to  the  United  Nations  stating  that  global  warming  is  the  single  biggest  threat  to  the 

7  planet;  and, 

8  WHEREAS,  the  single  biggest  contributor  to  global  warming  is  pollution  from  coal  and 

9  oil  fired  power  plants;,  and, 

10  WHEREAS,  Mayor  Willie  J.  Brown,  Jr.  has  designated  a  reduction  of  global  warming 

1 1  greenhouse  gases  as  one  of  his  administration's  priorities;  and, 

12  WHEREAS,  the  Sustainability  Plan  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco  establishes  a  goal  of 

1 3  maintaining  an  energy  supply  based  on  renewable,  environmentally  sound  resources  and 

14  eliminating  climate-changing  and  ozone-depleting  emissions;,  and 

15  WHEREAS,  on  November  6,  2001  Proposition  B  was  approved  by  San  Francisco  voters 

16  by  an  overwhelming  margin  of  73%;  and, 

17  WHEREAS,  there  is  a  voter  mandate  to  make  San  Francisco  the  nation's  most  solarized 

18  city;  and, 

19  WHEREAS,  swift  implementation  of  the  solar  revenue  bond  will  pave  the  way  toward 

20  the  transition  away  from  polluting  power  plants  in  San  Francisco's  southeast  district;  and 

21  WHEREAS,  the  environmental  crisis,  the  voter  mandate  and  the  need  for  greater  energy 

22  independence  dictate  that  the  PUC  should  implement  solar  revenue  bond  funds 

23  immediately;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

24  RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  on  the  Environment  urges  the  Public  Utilities 

25  Commission  to  immediately  implement  the  solar  revenue  bond. 
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COMMISSION  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


PARIN  SHAH,  PRESIDENT 
REBECCA  EVANS,  VICE  PRESIDENT 
RANDALL  HAYES 
ROBERT  K.  WERBE 


THE  REV.  SALLY  G.  BINGHAM 
SHELLEY  BRADFORD-BELL 
ARLENE  RODRIGUEZ 


Minutes 

Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  February  28,  2002 
6:00  p.m..  City  iHall,  Room  421 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  Commissioner  Evans  called  the  meeting  to  order  at 
6:07  p.m.  All  Commissioners  were  present. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  January  24,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular 
Meeting. 

The  commissioners  unanimously  adopted  the  minutes  upon  motion  by 
Commissioner  Hayes. 

3.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  003-02-COE  Solar  Revenue  Bond 


•  Director  Blumenfeld  suggested  including  Proposition  H  in  the  language 
because  the  SF  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  power  generation  capacity. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  if  the  PUC  should  be  included  in 
communications. 

•  Commissioner  Shah  asked  who  has  the  final  authority  to  approve  bonds. 
David  Hochschild  replied  it  is  PUC. 

•  Director  Blumenfeld  stated  that  the  Commission  will  have  a  joint  meeting 
with  PUC  upon  approval  of  the  Energy  Plan. 

•  David  Hochschild,  Vote  Solar,  described  a  bid  issued  for  Moscone  Center, 
which  is  the  first  solar  project  in  San  Francisco.  He  stated  the  project  should 
be  in  place  by  June  and  that  a  letter  from  environmental  groups  helped  to 
implement  this  program. 

•  Joel  Kohn,  Next  Energy,  stated  financing  is  important  to  make  solar 
alternatives  affordable. 

•  Director  Blumenfeld  stated  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Economic  Development 
would  conduct  an  exposition  on  energy  efficiency  and  renewables. 

•  Suggestions  to  revise  the  language  were  discussed  and  Commissioner  Shah 
motioned  the  amended  resolution. 


4.      Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  004-02-COE  SURTASS  LFA  Sonar  Resolution 


•  Director  Blumenfeld  gives  the  background  and  how  LFA  technology  is  used 
to  locate  diesel  submarines.  He  stated  that  the  LFA  is  low  frequency  but  has 
a  high  intensity  of  sounds.  There  are  impacts  with  migrating  gray  whales  but 
the  actual  impacts  are  still  unclear.  The  Navy  defends  their  practice  but  if 
the  United  States  follows  this,  other  countries  will  develop  this  technology 
too. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  about  the  resolution  language  regarding  'take 
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marine  mammals'.  Director  Blumenfeld  replied  that  according  to 
Endangered  Species  Act,  any  harassment/killing  leading  to  Injury  ... 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  who  has  jurisdiction,  the  California  Coastal 
Commission  or  NOAA?  Director  Blumenfeld  replied  it  is  CCC. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  suggested  including  the  CCC  in  the  distribution  of  the 
resolution.  She  also  stated  the  Importance  of  biodiversity. 

•  Commissioner  Shah  asked  where  to  add  the  precautionary  principle  to 
decision-making. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  about  referencing  Agenda  21 . 

•  The  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted. 

5.  Attendance  at  Johannesburg  Environmental  Summit 

The  discussion  focused  on  the  global  gathering  of  the  environment  In  South  Africa 
and  if  the  City  should  be  present  at  the  summit.  Director  Blumenfeld  replied 
negatively. 

6.  Consideration  of  Future  Resolutions 

•  Commissioner  Shah  suggested  this  item  in  preparation  for  the  Commission 
retreat. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  if  the  City  participates  in  significant  recycling. 
Director  Blumenfeld  referred  to  the  Resource  Conservation  Ordinance  but 
that  all  departments  have  not  reported  yet. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  about  trees.  Director  Blumenfeld  informed  the 
Commission  of  the  need  to  create  a  council. 

•  Director  Blumenfeld  suggested  not  endorsing  plans  of  other  organizations 
and  have  a  Commissioner  sponsor  connected  with  drafting  the  resolution. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  about  environmental  justice  issues  the 
Department  will  focus  on.  She  also  asked  what  Presidio  issues  are  relevant 
and  current. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  suggested  having  the  voters  decide  if  MUNI  should 
purchase  future  diesel  buses. 

•  Dana  Smirin  suggested  the  environmental  justice  topic  of  the  wastewater 
facilities  in  Hunters  Point.  She  also  asked  what  influence  the  Commission 
has  on  the  private  sector  regarding  Green  Building  practices.  Director 
Blumenfeld  replied  that  the  City  would  lead  by  example  and  then  influence 
the  private  sector. 

7.  Public  Comments.  INFORMATION 

There  were  no  public  comments. 

8.  Adjournment. 

The  meeting  adjourned  at  7:1 1  PM. 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  ^AN  FRANCISCO 


PARINSHAH,  PRESIDENT 
REBECCA  EVANS,  VICE  PRESIDENT 
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^Notice  &  Agenda 
planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular  Meeting 
^  Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 

Thursday,  lyiarch  28,  2002 
6:00  p.m.,  Room  421,  City  Hall 


Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  February  28,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Regular  Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  February  28,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Regular  Meeting)* 

3.  Green  Building  Report  and  Draft  Amendment  to  REB  Ordinance 

Presentation  by  Mark  Palmer,  Department  of  the  Environment 

(Explanatory  Document:  (1)  Summary  of  Necessary  Changes  to  Resource-Efficient 

Building  Ordinance  (2)  San  Francisco  Green  Building  Project  Flowchart)* 

4.  Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  007-02-COE  Zero  Waste  Goal  for  California 
and  Disclosure  of  Green  Waste  Use  as  Landfill  Cover 

(Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  No.  007-02-COE  Zero  Waste  Goal  for 
California  and  Disclosure  of  Green  Waste  Use  as  Landfill  Cover)* 


ACTION 
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URGING  THE  MAYOR  AND  THE  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  TO  WRITE  A  LETTER  IN  SUPPORT  OF 
SENATOR  ROMERO'S  SB  1526  IN  PROMOTING  A  ZERO  WASTE  GOAL  FOR 
THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA  AND  REQUIRING  DISCLOSURE  TO  BILL  PAYERS 
ON  GREEN  WASTE  USE  AS  LANDFILL  COVER. 


5.  PUC  Water  Conservation  Planning  DISCUSSION 

6.  Public  Comments  INFORMATION 

7.  Adjournment 

*  Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove 

Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the 
Commission's  webpage:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
kristal.aliyas@sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 


ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 


1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  env.commission.secretary@sfgov.org 


Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Accessibility  of  iVIeeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center, 
four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister, 
#19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71 
Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at  Van  Ness  and 
Market  and  Civic  Center.  The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest  MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van 
Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call 
923-6142.  There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and 
adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas, 
audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and 
hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton 
B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854 
E-mail:  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us 


Summary  of  Necessary  Changes  to  Resource-Efficient  Building  Ordinance 

Prepared  for  San  Francisco  Commission  on  the  Environment,  Pohcy 
and  Planning  Committee 

This  summary  sets  forth  how  San  Francisco's  current  Resource  Efficient  Building 
Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  82)  must  be  amended  in  order  to 
incorporate  proposed  new  sustainable  building  design  standards  and  requirements  based 
on  the  national  Green  Building  Rating  System  or  "LEED"  Program.  This  summary 
should  be  read  in  conjunction  with  the  "San  Francisco  Green  Building  Project 
Flowchart,"  which  sets  forth  the  intended  process  for  the  new  sustainable  building  design 
program  in  greater  detail. 

•  The  current  Resource  Efficient  City  Building  ordinance  (Sections  82.1  through  82.8) 
must  be  amended  as  follows: 

Section  82.1  Findings  and  Purpose 

Brief  description  of  LEED  national  Green  Building  Rating  System  process  and 
desirability  of  incorporating  LEED  standards  into  SF's  new  sustainable  building 
design  policy  should  be  added 

Section  82.2  Definitions 

Definition  of  "LEED  Accredited  Professional"  should  be  added 

Section  82.3  Resource  Efficient  Building  Program 

Additional  purpose  of  Resource-Efficient  Building  Program  "to  assist  the 
Director,  Commission,  and  City  Departments  in  implementing  new  Resource 
Efficient  Design  standards  in  Section  82.9"  should  be  added 

•  An  entire  new  Section  82.9  must  be  added  to  the  existing  ordinance  to  do  the 
following: 

1 .  Set  forth  a  new  program  for  applying  new  Resource  Efficient  Design  standards 
and  other  requirements  to  all  City  Construction  Projects; 

2.  Set  forth  a  new  program  for  applying  modified  Resource  Efficient  Design 
standards  and  other  requirements  to  other  City  projects  (1)  less  than  $10K  (Repair 
and  Maintenance);  and  (2)  more  than  $10K  (Materials  and  Labor) 

3.  Refer  to  regulations  that  will  establish  criteria  for  the  following: 

•  Initial  Sustainability  Assessment 

•  Determining  Green  Budget  Allocation 

•  Determining  "Project  Type" 

•  Determining  "Sustainability  Goal" 


1 


C:\WINDOWS'vTEMI'-. -.ME00O4S.doc 


•  Threshold  for  LEED  Accredited  Professional  sign-off  for  Permit 
Application 

•  Standards  for  "Non-Certification" 

•  Standards  for  "SF  Green  Scoring" 

Note:  Either  the  Commission,  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  or  another 
appropriate  City  Department  can  adopt  the  Regulations  at  a  later  date. 
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RECEIVED,    DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT  03/19/02 


I  recommending  that  the  San  Francisco  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  OPPOSE  the  Navy's  proposed 
deployment  of  LFA  Sonar. 

Please  halt  a  Navy  program  called  Low 

Frequency  Active   (LFA)   Sonar.     LFA  Sonar  is  an  experimental  sonar 
system,   left  over  from  the  Cold  War,   designed  to  detect  "enemy" 
submarines.     Unlike  conventional  sonar,   LFA  Sonar  seriously  threatens 
marine  life  with  extremely  loud  sound.     The  system  can  emit  sound 
levels  comparable  to  standing  next  to  a  Saturn  V  rocket  used  to 
launch  the  Space  Shuttle. 

"It's  a  critical  time  for  Bay  Area  environmental  organizations 
and  concerned  individuals  to  come  together  to  plan  urgent  lobbying 
efforts  and  strategies  for  stopping  deployment  of  this  program, " 
says  George  Taylor,   co-founder  of  Seaflow. 

"Low  Frequency  Active  Sonar  has  the  potential  to  deafen  every 
marine  mammal  on  Earth.     Is  the  Navy  listening?"  says  David  Phillips, 
the* director  of  Earth  Island  Institute's  International  Marine  Mammal 
Project.     "Other  sophisticated  passive  sonar  technologies  are 
available  to  achieve  the  goal  of  detection  of  submarines  without 
destroying  life  in  the  oceans." 

The  stepped-up  Bay  Area  campaign  aims  to  stop  possible  imminent 
deployment  of  LFA  Sonar,   targeted  for  at  least  80%  of  the  world's 
oceans .     Other  intense  active  Navy  sonar  systems  have  proven  deadly 
to  sound-sensitive  mammals  such  as  beaked  whales,  which  are 
themselves  dependent  on  hearing  to  find  food,  navigate,  and 
communicate  with  their  mates  and  young.     Also  threatened  are  fish 
populations,  human  divers,  and  military  personnel. 

After  years  of  denial,   the  US  Navy  finally  admitted  last 
December  to  killing  whales  with  active  mid-range  frequency  sonar 
after  civilian  and  military  scientists  irrefutably  tied  the  mass 
stranding  of  sixteen  whales  to  sonar  testing  in  the  Bahamas  in  March 
2000.     Other  suspicious  deaths  of  whales  and  strandings  have  occurred 
in  tandem  with  Navy  sonar  activities  around  the  world. 

All  the  same,   the  Navy  claims  that  harm  from  the  LFA  Sonar 
system  is  insignificant,  and  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  a 
federal  agency  charged  with  protecting  ocean  mammals,  appears  poised 
to  clear  the  way  for  deployment  of  the  Navy  sound  blasting.  Thus, 
environmentalists  in  many  parts  of  the  U.S.  are  increasingly 
concerned  about  the  dangerous  impacts  of  LFA  Sonar. 

I  urge  you  to: 

(1)  Oppose  ANY  attempt  to  weaken  environmental  reviews 
and  environmental  laws  for  military  activities .  Such 
laws  should  be  STRENGTHENED,  not  weakened. 

(2)  Support  the  concept  that  National  Security  must 
include  a  healthy  global  environment,  or  the  US  will 
be  more  vulnerable  than  ever  to  enemies  within  and 


without  our  society. 


(3)  Oppose  deployment  of  LFA  Sonar,   and  urge  an 
environmental  review  of  all  Navy  soundblasting  with 
intense  active  sonars  that  pose  a  threat  to  marine 
life.     Point  out  that  there  are  alternatives  to  LFA 
Sonar  that  do  not  harm  the  environment. 

(4)  Oppose  any  attempt  to  circumvent  the  legislative 
process   (such  as  attaching  an  amendment  that  exempts 
the  military  from  environmental  laws  to  the  Military 
Appropriations  Committee) .     This  issue  needs  full 
deliberation  by  Congress,   not  end-run  gamesmanship. 

Thank  You, 
Shawn  Dicken 
5119  W  Calhoun  Rd 
Beaverton,  MI  48612 
beltane@usol.com 
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^  Minutes 
Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Tliursday,  March  28,  2002 
6:00  p.m.,  City  Hall,  Room  421 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  Commissioner  Evans  called  the  meeting  to  order  at 
6:03  p.m.  All  Commissioners  were  present. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  February  28,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Regular  Meeting. 

The  commissioners  unanimously  adopted  the  minutes  upon  motion  by 
Commissioner  Hayes. 

3.  Green  Building  Report  and  Draft  Amendment  to  REB  Ordinance 

•  Mark  Palmer,  Green  Building  Coordinator,  Department  of  the  Environment 
gave  the  history  for  the  REB  Ordinance  that  was  passed  in  1999  requiring  a 
report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  June  30,  2002.  He  provided  an 
informal  progress  report  and  gave  an  outline  of  the  foundation  for  the  REB 
program  and  its  vision.  He  described  the  goals,  criteria  and  strategies  and 
one  of  the  outcomes  was  the  creation  of  an  REB  Task  Force.  He  mentioned 
the  collaboration  between  two  contracted  groups:  Brown,  Vence  & 
Associates  and  Global  Green  USA.  He  described  the  Breen  Building  Design 
Toolkit  that  will  be  available  at  the  same  time  as  the  report.  IVlr.  Palmer 
highlighted  the  next  aspects  of  the  ordinance  that  called  for  resource 
efficient  measures  in  all  existing  City  buildings  but  added  that  it  is  impossible 
to  address  its  enormity.  He  stated  that  the  last  aspect  would  be  education 
and  outreach  and  recommended  a  proposed  amendment  to  the  REB 
ordinance  to  set  LEED  Silver  as  the  standard  for  all  construction. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  how  one  came  to  the  four  percent  additional 
costs  to  subsidize  green  building  efforts.  Mr.  Palmer  replied  that  the  task 
force  wanted  something  that  could  be  defended  and  that  it  is  a  realistic 
estimate. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  what  are  the  capital  costs,  in  terms  of  time, 
regarding  the  credit  program.  Mr.  Palmer  replied  that  they  need  to  be 
developed  and  would  be  included  into  the  algorithm  of  how  a  percentage 
can  be  recovered  over  the  long-term. 

•  Deputy  Director  David  Assmann  suggested  language  on  the  flowchart, 
removing  the  word  'incremental'  and  Commissioner  Evans  suggested  using 
'integral'. 

•  Mr.  Palmer  described  in  detail  the  process  of  the  outline  and  attaining  LEED 
Silver  or  better.  He  summarized  projects  that  would  not  achieve  LEED  Silver 


ACTION 


PRESENTATION 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Env_Commission_secretary@ci.sf.ca.us 


because  of  the  project  type  or  that  it  doesn't  apply  to  LEED. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  asl<ed  about  the  difference  between  LEED  Certified, 
Silver  and  Gold.  Mr.  Palmer  replied  that  that  Bureau  of  Architecture  level  of 
Green  Building  design  is  considered  LEED  Silver. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  how  many  cities  practice  LEED  Silver.  Mr. 
Palmer  replied  that  cities  such  as  Los  Angeles,  Portland  and  Seattle  have 
initiatives  to  attain  LEED  Silver. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  about  the  building  progress/program  for  the  next 
decade.  Mr.  Palmer  used  Laguna  Honda  as  an  example.  It  is  an  extensive 
project  with  six  to  seven  years  allotted  for  construction.  He  stated  the 
Bureau  of  Architecture/Department  of  Public  Works  accounts  for  a  minor 
portion  of  construction  projects  and  that  DoE  would  work  with  other  City 
departments. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  who  drafts  the  ordinance.  Mr.  Palmer  replied 
that  the  drafting  is  a  collaboration  of  the  Green  building  Task  Force 
including:  Bureau  of  Architecture,  Global  Green  USA,  Brown  Vence  and 
Associates,  City  Attorney,  and  the  Department  of  the  Environment 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  what's  Global  Green  USA's  program  with  Green 
Building.  Mr.  Palmer  replied  their  role  is  to  help  California  municipalities 
implement  Green  Building  programs.  They  create  partnerships  with 
municipalities  and  then  search  for  funding. 

•  Public  Comments:  A  gentleman  asked  who  will  establish  post-occupancy 
monitoring.  Mr.  Palmer  stated  that  it  would  be  part  of  the  commissioning 
process  following  LEED. 

•  Rafael  Sperry,  SPUR,  spoke  in  support  of  the  upcoming  amendment  to  the 
ordinance. 

•  A  gentleman  suggested  incorporating  Life  Cycle  Costing  to  address  the 
budget  issue. 

•  Jen  Sramek,  LEJ,  asked  how  many  City  employees  are  certified?  What 
outreach  has  been  done?  To  whom?  She  also  asked  if  LEED  certified 
employees  are  available  to  City  residents.  Mr.  Palmer  replied  that  no  City 
staff  is  currently  certified  but  some  are  preparing  to  take  the  exam  and  by 
August  2002,  there  should  be  approximately  6  certified  individuals. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  if  carbon  dioxide  reduction  and  green  building 
are  related/cooperate  in  any  way.  Mr.  Palmer  replied  that  building 
production  accounts  fro  thirty  percent  of  carbon  dioxide  production  in  the 
world  and  the  ordinance  should  reference  the  climate  change  ordinance. 

•  Mr.  Assmann  asked  if  the  Green  Building  ordinance  monitors  emissions.  Mr. 
Palmer  replied  that  the  language  will  include  this  issue. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  highlighted  Edmonton's  actions  regarding  climate 
change. 

4.      Consideration  of  Resolution  No.  007-02-COE  Zero  Waste  Goal  for  California  ACTION 
and  Disclosure  of  Green  Waste  Use  as  Landfill  Cover 

•  Jack  Macy,  Organics  Recycling  Coordinator,  stated  that  the  proposed 
resolution  was  an  opportunity  to  support  a  zero  waste  goal  and  go  beyond 
the  50%  mandate.  He  added  that  the  California  Integrated  Waste 
Management  Board  adopted  a  zero  waste  goal  in  November  2001 .  Mr. 
Macy  said  this  resolution  would  set  a  long-term  goal  of  zero  waste  and 
address  the  use  of  organic  material  as  landfill  cover.  He  stated  that  in  San 
Francisco,  a  majority  of  compost  does  not  go  into  landfill  and  that  the  scope 
of  the  bill  introduced  by  Senator  Romero  deals  with  mandatory  programs. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  asked  for  a  clarification  on  'transformation'.  Mr.  Macy 
replied  that  it  is  an  incineration  of  mass  burn,  a  high  temperature  process. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  offered  suggestions  on  the  draft  language  that  Mr. 


Macy  said  would  be  included. 

•  Commissioner  Shah  asked  for  a  clarification  on  the  draft  language.  Mr. 
Macy  replied  that  the  tonnage  of  recycling  increases.  Deputy  Director 
Assmann  added  that  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  is  finding 
diversion  but  not  actually  diverting  more. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  requested  a  graph  of  these  rates  for  the  full 
Commission  meeting  in  April. 

•  Commissioner  Shah  asked  how  SB  1526  addresses  the  problems  of 
tonnage  and  diversion  rates.  Mr.  Macy  replied  that  it  doesn't  solve  the  rates 
issue;  rather  it  creates  a  framework  to  survey  businesses. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  asked  about  California's  jurisdiction  regarding  the  zero 
waste  goal.  He  also  suggested  including  closed-loop  economic  cycles  into 
the  analysis  and  that  zero  waste  is  a  closed  loop  system. 

•  Bernie  Meyerson  spoke  in  favor  of  the  zero  waste  initiative.  He  stated  that 
waste  is  a  decision  and  not  a  product.  He  added  that  zero  waste  is  not  a 
radical  position  and  doesn't  address  over  consumption. 

•  Commissioner  Hayes  suggested  asking  the  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors 
to  strengthen  the  target  timelines  outside  of  writing  letters  to  the  State  of 
California. 

•  Commissioner  Shah  suggested  the  resolution  should  state  that  it  focuses  on 
only  two  aspects  of  the  five  aspects  in  SB  1 526. 

5.  PUG  Water  Conservation  Planning  DISCUSSION 

Commissioner  Evans  suggested  writing  a  letter  to  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
memorializing  suggestions  from  the  PUC  Infrastructure  Task  Force  regarding  the 
Capital  Improvement  Plan.  She  also  mentioned  that  the  Presidio  Water  Recycling 
document  is  available  for  public  review,  which  impacts  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant. 

6.  Public  Comments  INFORMATION 

•  There  were  no  public  comments. 


7.  Adjournment. 

The  meeting  adjourned  at  7:30  PM. 
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Notice  &  Agenda 
Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  April  25,  2002 
6:00  p.m..  Room  421,  City  Hall 


Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 
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Adoption  of  Minutes  of  March  28,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular 
Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  March  28,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Regular  Meeting)* 

San  Francisco  1000  Megawatt  Tidal  Renewable  Energy  Opportunity 

Presentation  by  Peter  O'Donnell,  Department  of  the  Environment 

Policy  Resolutions  -  Flow  from  Committee  to  Commission 

Discussion  on  how  resolutions  and  policy  ideas  flow  from  public  input  to  Committee 
level  to  the  Commission  on  the  Environment 
Public  Comments 

Adjournment 
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INFORMATION 


Copies  of  explanatoiy  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the 
Commission's  webpage:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the 
Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
kristal.aliyas@sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 


ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 
Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
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meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic 
Center,  four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5 
Fulton/IVlcAllister,  #19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van 
Ness/iVlission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro 
stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  Civic  Center.  The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest 
MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van  Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about 
MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City 
Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and  adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans 
War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement 
equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are 
available  by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  putjiic,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton 
B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854 
E-mail:  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us 
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•Minutes 

planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular  IVIeeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  4pril  25,  2002 
6:00  p.m..  City  Hall,  Room  421 

Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  Commissioner  Evans  called  the  meeting  to  order  at 
6:03  p.m.  Commissioners  Evans  and  Hayes  were  present.  Commissioner  Shah 
was  late. 

Adoption  of  Minutes  of  March  28,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular 
Meeting. 

Commissioner  Hayes  motioned  the  minutes  and  Comm.  Evans  seconded  the 
motion.  Comm.  Hayes  suggested  some  amendments  to  the  minutes.  The  minutes 
were  unanimously  adopted  with  amendments.  Commissioner  Shah  could  not  vote 
on  the  minutes  because  he  arrived  during  Item  3. 
San  Francisco  1000  Megawatt  Tidal  Renewable  Energy  Opportunity 
Peter  O'Donnell,  Senior  Energy  Specialist,  discussed  the  feasibility  of  implementing 
tidal  current  as  a  renewable.  He  described  the  history  and  technology  used 
regarding  this  topic.  He  suggested  locations  in  Richmond  and  by  the  Golden  Gate 
Bridge  because  resources  are  available  there.  He  asked  what  would  be  an 
acceptable  visible  pollution.  He  described  a  Critical  Path  including  the  USGS's 
action  to  put  sonar  devices  where  requested.  He  described  particular  environmental 
issues  including:  zero  emissions,  no  head,  no  flooding,  no  wetland  damage  and 
bringing  megawatts  into  substations.  He  highlighted  benefits  including  a  revenue  of 
$500,000  per  day  and  that  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  can  be  a  global 
leader  in  implementing  tidal  energy.  He  suggested  future  steps  of  increasing  and 
gaining  support,  creating  partnerships  and  having  Environmental  Impact  Reports  and 
public  comments. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  asked  about  the  difference  between  hydro  and  bluewater. 
Mr.  O'Donnell  replied  that  hydro  is  like  Hetch  Hetchy  freshwater. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  asked  if  Richmond  is  a  favored  pilot  project.  Mr.  O'Donnell 
replied  it  is  the  most  polluted  area  in  the  Bay  to  improve. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  asked  how  expandable  the  site  is,  and  if  it  really  is  30 
megawatts.  Mr.  O'Donnell  referred  to  a  picture  in  his  presentation  to 
demonstrated  the  series  of  fences  and  the  likelihood  of  the  option. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  asked  how  much  could  be  attained  if  all  increases  occurred. 
Mr.  O'Donnell  said  90  MW. 

•  Director  Blumenfeld  asked  about  storage  of  electricity  at  non-peak  hours. 
Mr.  O'Donnell  replied  it  is  a  different  technology. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  asked  about  benefits  at  1000  MW  because  the  proposed  are 
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benefits  at  30  MW.  Mr.  O'Donnell  stated  that  the  plan  would  start  with 
Richnnond  but  is  a  ten-year  plan. 

•  Kevin  Drew,  Construction  &  Demolition  Manager,  asked  about  sediment  and 
toxicity  at  the  proposed  area.  Mr.  O'Donnell  replied  that  he  was  unsure. 

•  Comm.  Evans  asked  if  the  proposed  ferry  terminal  site  was  near  Mr. 
O'Donnell's  preferred  site  and  Mr.  O'Donnell  replied  negatively. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  commented  about  cost  comparisons  of  different  technology 
and  asked  what  are  the  industry  figures  for  externalities. 

•  Comm.  Shah  asked  how  wet  wind  relates  to  Proposition  B.  Mr.  O'Donnell 
replied  that  the  site  isn't  in  San  Francisco. 

•  An  unidentified  male  described  selling  at  retail  rates  but  that  California 
Department  of  Water  Resources  won't  purchase  them  at  retail.  Mr. 
O'Donnell  replied  with  his  formula  used  to  derive  the  projected  9-cent  cost. 

•  Cal  Broomhead,  Resource-Efficient  Program  Manager,  stated  the  City 
doesn't  have  the  ability  to  sell  retail  because  it  is  not  a  utility. 

•  An  unidentified  woman  suggested  involving  the  National  Science  Foundation 
with  the  project. 

•  An  unidentified  woman  asked  where  would  the  30  MW  of  power  go.  Mr. 
O'Donnell  replied  it  could  be  sold  and  depended  on  permits. 

•  An  unidentified  male  stated  the  chart  does  not  include  additional  costs 
(operations  and  maintenance)  from  fossil  fuels  to  run  the  site. 

•  Com.  Hayes  asked  if  there  are  construction  or  operational  costs.  Mr. 
O'Donnell  replied  there  would  be  maintenance,  lubrication  and  repair,  which 
are  all  capital  investments. 

•  Director  Blumenfeld  asked  why  has  it  taken  so  long  to  incorporate  tidal.  Mr. 
O'Donnell  replied  that  oil  prices  stopped  research  and  development. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  asked  about  a  possibility  of  a  resolution.  Comm.  Shah 
suggested  having  a  proposal  at  the  May  Commission  meeting  to  examine 
the  feasibility. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  suggested  creating  a  grid  sheet  to  determine  how  much  is 
generated  from  wind,  solar,  etc. 

•  Director  Blumenfeld  asked  about  the  next  steps  and  suggested  conducting  a 
seminar  with  tidal  as  a  renewable. 

•  Comm.  Evans  discouraged  having  a  bridge  across  the  Bay.  Mr.  O'Donnell 
suggested  leveraging  a  fence  to  serve  as  a  bridge. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  suggested  generating  electricity  to  fuel  the  City's  hydrogen 
needs. 

•  Mr.  O'Donnell  said  he  would  provide  a  report  published  with  EPRI. 

•  Director  Blumenfeld  suggested  continuing  the  dialogue  regarding  this  issue 
and  to  draft  a  proposal  with  stakeholders  focusing  on  actions  that  are 
measurable  and  financially  feasible. 

Policy  Resolutions  -  Flow  from  Committee  to  Commission  DISCUSSION 

•  Comm.  Evans  described  the  impetus  for  improving  policy  flow. 

•  Director  Blumenfeld  stated  a  gap  exists  because  minimal  suggestions  come 
from  the  public.  He  said  most  policy  stems  from  opportunity  and  the  natural 
flow  of  policy  within  the  Department  of  the  Environment.  He  stated  an  ideal 
policy  flow  of  50%  planned  and  50%  responding  to  the  public  whereas 
currently  that  percentage  is  80%/20%  respectively. 

•  Director  Blumenfeld  described  the  shift  in  drafting  legislation  from  the 
Commission  Secretary  to  the  program/issue  experts  with  the  Department. 
He  stated  the  resolutions  do  not  work  when  rushed  and  there  should  be  a 
two  week  lead-time  before  the  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  (PPC)  meets. 
He  described  the  PPC  as  a  forum  for  discussion  and  voicing  an  issue.  He 
stressed  a  shift  in  emphasis,  wanted  more  outreach  for  the  PPC  meetings 


and  desired  constructive  dialogue  at  the  Comnnittee  level. 

•  Comm.  Evans  stated  that  even  though  a  resolution  is  presented  at  the 
Committee  level,  it  does  not  have  to  move  immediately  to  the  full 
Commission,  rather  it  can  remain  at  the  Committee  for  further  public 
comment  and  Commissioner  reviev\/. 

•  Comm.  Shah  stated  that  other  commissioners  would  like  to  be  more  involved 
at  the  PPC  level. 

•  Comm.  Evans  encouraged  other  commissioners  to  submit  resolutions  and 
suggestions  and  asked  for  the  group's  opinion  on  the  current  status? 
Director  Blumenfeld  suggested  the  Commissioners  have  more  contact 
regarding  the  agenda. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  asked  if  any  new  topics  were  introduced  for  upcoming 
resolutions.  Director  Blumenfeld  suggested  thinking  through  the  goals  of  the 
Precautionary  Principle  but  there  weren't  any  specific  resolutions. 

•  Comm.  Evans  suggested  having  a  Precautionary  Principle  update  at  the 
next  PPC  meeting.  Director  Blumenfeld  suggested  a  presentation  on  the 
Energy  Plan,  Power  Savers  and  Solar  Update  in  May. 

5.      Public  Comments  INFORMATION 

•  There  were  no  public  comments. 


6. 


Adjournment. 

The  meeting  adjourned  at  7:27  PM. 
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^  Notice  &  Agenda 

Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular  Meeting 


Rebecca  Eyans,  Chair 
Thursday,  KIlay  23,  2002 
6:00  p.m.,  Room  421,  City  Hall 


1.      Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


Adoption  of  Minutes  of  April  25,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular 
Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  April  25,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Regular  Meeting)* 

Update  on  Progress  of  Electricity  Resource  Plan 

Presentation  by  Cal  Broomhead,  Resource  Efficiency  Program  Manager, 

Department  of  the  Environment 

(Explanatory  Document:  Electricity  Resource  Plan)* 

Tbe  Plan  is  also  available  on  the  Department's  website  at  www.sfenvironment.com 
Conceptual  Redesign  of  the  United  Nations  Plaza 

Discussion  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  role  and  cooperation  with  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  on  a  re-design  of  the  UN  Plaza 
Public  Comments 
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INFORMATION 


Adjournment 

*     Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the 
Commission's  webpage:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/environment_commission;  or,  upon  request  to  the  Commission 
Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
kristal.aliyas@sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 


When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of 
the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer  recycled  or  tree-free  paper. 


ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  INFORMATION 
Air  Quality 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the 
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City  accommodate  these  individuals.  [Section  67.15  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
Sunshine  Ordinance.] 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  - 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic 
Center,  four  blocks  from  City  Hall.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  sen/ing  this  location  are  the  #5 
Fulton/McAllister,  #19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #42  Downtown  Loop,  #47  Van  Ness,  #49  Van 
Ness/Mission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  the  F-line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness,  and  the  MUNI  Metro 
stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  Civic  Center.  The  closest  BART  station  serving  City  Hall  at 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  (formerly  Polk  Street)  is  the  Civic  Center  station.  The  closest 
MUNI  Metro  stations  are  at  Van  Ness  &  Market  and  Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about 
MUNI  accessible  sen/ices,  please  call  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City 
Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and  adjacent  to  Davies  Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans 
War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of  minutes,  sound-enhancement 
equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired  to  attend  the  meeting  are 
available  by  calling  554-6390. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton 
B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854 
E-mail:  donna.hall@sfgov.org. 
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IVlfnutes 


pfanning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  iVfaiy  23,  2002 
6:00  p.m..  City  Hall,  Room  421 

Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  Chair  Evans  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  6:07  p.m. 
Commissioners  Evans,  Hayes  and  Shah  were  present. 

Adoption  of  Minutes  of  April  25,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular 
Meeting. 

Commissioner  Shah  motioned  the  minutes  and  Comm.  Hayes  seconded  the  motion. 
The  Committee  unanimously  adopted  the  minutes. 
Update  on  Progress  of  Electricity  Resource  Plan 

Jared  Blumenfeld,  Department  of  the  Environment 

Director  Blumenfeld  described  the  Energy  Resource  Plan.  He  stated  the  group  had 
nine  public  hearings  to  refine  future  steps  and  written  comments  were  included  with 
a  final  plan  to  be  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  June  3,  2002.  He 
introduced  a  draft  executive  summary  for  the  Commission  with  those  revisions. 
He  focused  on  actions  requested  by  the  Board  (feasible/practical  alternatives  to 
fossil  fuel  generation).  He  highlighted  the  key  issues  including:  the  key  constraints, 
goals  remain  the  same  but  objectives  were  changed  because  of  political  unlikelihood 
for  Unit  7  or  completion  of  the  transmission  Jefferson-Martin  line  by  2005. 
He  added  that  the  Department  still  wants  plants  closed  by  that  time  regardless  and 
that  there  are  maintenance  concerns  at  Unit  3  including  the  need  for  a  new  boiler 
that  makes  it  more  expensive.  He  said  by  2005,  two  plants  will  be  shutdown. 
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Comm.  Shah  said  PG&E  is  applying  for  credit.  Mr.  Blumenfeld  stated  PG&E  cannot 
apply  the  credits  received,  they  currently  do  not  have  credit  and  the  City  Attorney 
does  not  believe  they  can  get  it.  Mr.  Blumenfeld  Unit  3  will  have  to  be  retrofitted 
which  creates  a  reliability  issue  if  Hunters  Point  will  shut  down. 

Director  Blumenfeld  referred  to  recommendations  including: 

a.  Energy  Efficiency:  community  input  described  peak  load  demand 
management  especially  in  the  commercial  sector  (get  16  MW  reduction) 

b.  Renewable  Energy  (7  MW) 

c.  Cogen  (57  MW) 

d.  Small  scale  distributive  generation  (6  MW) 

He  said  the  Department  is  stating  goals  and  has  specific  tasks  to  attain  them.  He 
said  the  budget  would  not  happen  by  June  3.  He  also  offered  additional  potential 
cogen  sites. 
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Comm.  Hayes  asked  how  much  can  be  covered  by  B&  H.  Mr.  Blumenfeld  replied 
100  MW. 

Comm.  Evans  mentioned  dependence  upon  PUC  and  if  they  are  open  to  performing 
these  suggestions.  Mr.  Blumenfeld  described  human  capacity  as  the  biggest 
constraint,  where  the  Department  of  the  Environment  has  a  larger  staff  than  PUC. 
He  offered  the  recommendation  to  have  more  than  four  individuals  working  on  this 
project  full-time. 

Deputy  Director  Assmann  said  the  Department  has  $50,000  for  program  funds  in 
Energy.  Mr.  Blumenfeld  stated  the  utility  of  comments  from  the  Commission  and  that 
the  Plan  is  still  in  draft  form.  He  said  the  calculations  are  performed  by  RMI  and 
PUC,  which  is  a  factor  in  the  delay  for  a  complete  Plan. 

Comm.  Hayes  stated  the  target  goals  are  for  2004.  Mr.  Blumenfeld  explained  that 
the  retrofit  process  should  begin  to  achieve  results  by  Jan.  1,  2005. 

Comm.  Hayes  asked  if  the  goals  were  shutting  down  HP  and  retrofitting  Unit  3.  Mr. 
Blumenfeld  replied  affirmatively. 

Comm.  Hayes  asked  what  would  the  megawatts  (MW)  for  2004  saved/generated 
equal.  Mr.  Blumenfeld  said  they  should  equal  approximately  150  MW. 

Comm.  Hayes  asked  if  these  MW  were  natural  gas  cogens.  Mr.  Blumenfeld 
confirmed. 

Malcolm  Reinhardt  said  savings  of  180-200  MW  would  derive  from  Jessie  and 
Mission  Bay. 

Comm.  Hayes  asked  about  the  Jefferson-Martin  transmission  line  background.  Mr. 
Blumenfeld  said  that  one  transmission  line  runs  into  the  City  and  the  Independent 
Systems  Operator  has  approved  PG&E's  estimate  on  the  cost  of  another  line  but 
California  Energy  Commission  has  not  approved  it.  He  said  the  new  line  would  run 
through  some  of  the  wealthier  neighborhoods  in  the  City  that  would  generate  350 
MW.  He  said  the  energy  could  come  from  the  East  Bay  but  stressed  that  an 
independent  plan  should  be  developed  outside  of  Unit  7  and  the  transmission  line. 
He  said  the  draft  would  go  out  next  week. 

*     Mr.  Blumenfeld  described  the  need  for  financial  and  human  capital. 

4.  Conceptual  Redesign  of  the  United  Nations  Plaza  DISCUSSION 

Comm.  Evans  asked  if  the  Department  received  information  regarding  this  topic. 
Deputy  Director  Assmann  said  a  proposal  exists  to  build  a  road  through  the  Plaza 
and  the  issue  is  something  that  should  be  researched. 

Comm.  Evans  asked  if  this  topic  is  a  'planning'  issue.  Director  Blumenfeld 
recommended  that  the  Department  do  research.  Comm.  Evans  said  former 
Commission  Secretary  Chow  informed  the  Commission/Department  about  this  issue. 

5.  Public  Comments  INFORMATION 

Director  Blumenfeld  described  his  meeting  with  Bay  Area  county  counterparts  to 
discuss  different  structures  and  projects.  He  said  the  goal  of  the  next  meeting  would 
be  thematic. 

6.  Adjournment. 


The  meeting  adjourned  at  6:45  PM. 
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,y  Revised  Notice  &  Agenda 

Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Special*  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Tuesday,  August  13,  2002 
6:00  p.m.,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


1.      Call  to  Order  and  Roil  Call 


4. 


Adoption  of  Minutes  of  May  23,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  May  23,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee 
Meeting)** 

Review  and  Adopt  the  Goals  for  a  San  Francisco  Precautionary  Principle 

The  Committee's  current  focus  is  how  City  departments  might  effectively  apply  the 
Precautionary  Principle.  Towards  that  end,  the  Committee  will: 

A.  Develop  and  update  a  Q&A  for  the  general  public 

B.  Develop  Precautionary  Principle  guidelines,  forms,  and  criteria  for 
departments  such  as  purchasing 

C.  Suggest  initial  near  term  goals  regarding  initial  implementation 

D.  Develop  indicators  to  help  monitor  progress 

E.  Develop  trainings  for  city  staff 

Public  Comment 
Adjournment 


ACTION 


ACTION 


INFORMATION 


This  is  a  Special  Meeting  because  it  is  not  held  on  the  regular  meeting  day  or  at  the  regular  location. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the 
Commission's  webpage  http://www.sfgov.org/sfenvironment/aboutus/policy/commission.htm  ;  or, 
upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or 
via  e-mail  at  Kristal.aliyasfSjsfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 
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1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  Chair  Evans  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  6:02  p.m. 
Commissioners  Evans,  Hayes  and  Shah  were  present. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  May  23,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular  ACTION 
Meeting. 

Commissioner  Shah  motioned  the  minutes  and  Comm.  Hayes  seconded  the  motion. 
The  Committee  unanimously  adopted  the  minutes. 

3.  Review  &  Adopt  the  Goals  for  a  San  Francisco  Precautionary  Principle  (PP)  PRESENTATION 

•  Comm.  Hayes  described  the  difference  between  the  PP  goals  process  and 
the  overall  PP.  He  referred  to  two  handouts  that  describe  how  the  goals  fit 
into  the  draft  PP  ordinance. 

•  Director  Blumenfeld  acknowledged  the  public  for  attending  the  meeting.  He 
said  the  draft  is  a  segment  of  a  larger  preliminary  draft  and  gave  an  outline 
of  the  different  chapters.  He  said  the  purpose  for  having  goals  is  to 
determine  the  focus  of  efforts  to  influence  acquisition  of  commodities.  He 
said  goals  would  focus  on  things  that  the  Commission  can  influence. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  referred  to  a  second  handout  elaborating  on  different  goals. 
Debbie  Raphael,  Toxics  Reduction  Program  Manager,  gave  an  explanation 
of  the  goals  and  an  internal  definition  of  indicator  vs.  goal.  She  stressed  the 
importance  of  understanding  that  they  are  purchasing  goals.  Goals  need  to 
have  measurable  indicators  of  progress  towards  that  goal.  Indicators  need 
to  be  things  that  the  City  can  control  via  its  purchasing.  She  said  this  is  the 
most  achievable  first  step  to  implement  PP  in  government.  She  described 
the  range  of  goals  and  what  is  the  appropriate  level  of  complexity  in  the 
ordinance.  The  goals  should  be  general  to  allow  for  flexibility  in  determining 
what  appropriate  indicators  are.  Goals  should  also  relate  to  things 
purchased  as  a  City  government.  Indicators  support  the  goal  (e.g.  larger 
idea  of  protecting  human  health). 

•  Chair  Evans  asked  about  Item  1  and  organic  cotton  uniforms  and  if  they  are 
a  product  of  monoculture.  Ms.  Raphael  stressed  the  standards  for  organic 
products  rather  than  the  monoculture  aspect. 

•  Comm.  Shah  said  the  balance  of  the  goals  after  the  first  three  goals  are  very 
specific  and  was  not  favorable  towards  that  direction. 

•  Mr.  Blumenfeld  explained  the  goal/indicator  criteria.  The  goal  is  the  'big- 
level'  and  criteria  will  be  developed.  He  explained  the  purchasing  process 
including  'term  contracts'  for  types  of  products.  He  said  the  Department's 
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task  is  to  work  on  a  process  to  categorize  products  that  lead  to  the  specifics 
of  an  indicator.  Indicators  and  criteria  would  be  developed  simultaneously. 

•  Chair  Evans  asked  if  the  term  'purchases'  in  the  first  paragraph  is  equivalent 
to  'contracts'.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Sandler  provided  definitions. 

•  John  Mundy  supported  the  goals  but  asked  about  Item  7  and  said  it  was  a 
good  metric.  He  asked  where  this  relates  to  the  preferable  purchasing 
program.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Sandler  said  the  ordinance  would  assign  the 
indicators  and  criteria  to  the  department  to  determine  if  they're  achieving  the 
goals. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  said  Item  7  could  become  an  indicator  that  is  time 
measurable.  He  asked  if  there  was  any  opposition  to  broad,  general  goals. 

•  Ms.  Raphael  asked  if  Items  1-3  do  not  capture  something.  Janet  Nudelman 
asked  if  global  climate  change  is  captured?  Lena  Brook  replied  it  isn't 
captured  explicitly. 

•  Davis  Baltz,  Commonweal,  stated  that  if  the  goal  is  to  be  general  and 
overarching,  and  suggested  considering  inserting  language  that  spoke  to  the 
wellness  of  the  community  as  the  goal  and  then  other  items  would  be  sub- 
categories. 

•  Director  Blumenfeld  solicited  thoughts  regarding  broad  vs.  specific  issues. 

•  Chair  Evans  said  biodiversity  includes  the  entire  animal  kingdom  and  said  it 
was  important  to  protect  both  humans  and  other  species. 

•  Karen  Pierce  stressed  that  goals  shouldn't  be  too  broad  because  then  it  is 
difficult  to  convince  others  that  goals  are  achievable.  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Sandler  replied  that  there  would  be  other  documents  included  in  the 
ordinance  files  including  findings.  The  ordinance  will  direct  departments  to 
adopt  particular  criteria. 

•  Alex  Dong  addressed  Ms.  Pierce's  statement  and  said  that  certain  goals  will 
be  prioritized  and  will  develop  criteria  to  achieve  them. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  said  the  community  participation  process  will  not  end  after  the 
proposed  ordinance  passes,  or  doesn't.  He  said  the  next  year  and  a  half 
would  welcome  input  for  indicators  to  get  more  specific. 

•  Mr.  Dong  said  indicators  should  be  specific. 

•  Ms.  Nudelman  stressed  the  importance  of  specificity.  She  wanted  the  goals 
to  have  more  character  and  describe  how  it  will  affect  the  personal  lives  of 
the  external  public. 

•  Lena  Brook  referred  to  the  first  three  items  listed  in  the  document,  and  if  they 
did  not  contain  the  clarification  "i.e.",  would  not  be  very  substantive  and  are 
overly  broad  and  ambitious. 

•  Comm.  Shah  asked  if  the  goals  analyzed  at  the  Committee  meeting  will  be 
incorporated  into  the  ordinance.  He  suggested  having  broad  goals  and  to 
create  a  different  term  besides  'goal'.  He  asked  if  the  goals  could  be  broad 
and  then  list  criteria  initially  with  indicators  to  follow.  Ms.  Raphael  replied 
that  ordinances  are  laws  and  are  hard  to  amend.  She  doesn't  want  too 
much  specificity  in  an  ordinance  because  she  did  not  want  the  Department 
to  be  limited  in  its  efforts. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  said  the  ad  hoc  Committee  developed  the  task  of  creating  . 
'near-term  goals'  in  January  2002.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Sandler  said  that 
the  political  environment  stressed  the  need  for  the  goals  to  reflect  lesser 
goals  to  make  it  consistent  if  it  will  be  narrow. 

•  John  Mundy  made  the  suggestion  to  take  the  regulating  community's 
perspective.  He  said  generals  are  too  intangible  and  stressed  the  need  for 
specificity  to  achieve  a  success  rate.  He  wanted  the  specificity  at  the 
beginning  because  the  issues  are  unclear  for  his  operation.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Sandler  said  there  would  be  specificity  in  the  ordinance  on  how  the 
department  will  work  with  purchasing  and  other  processes  including  a 


manual  and  checklist.  She  said  the  list  includes  the  big  picture  and  how  to 
evaluate  the  efforts. 

•  Joan  Reinhardt  Reiss  suggested  providing  definitions  in  the  beginning  and 
asked  for  clarification  on  the  context. 

•  Chris  Wright  said  the  document  reads  more  like  a  policy  statement  for  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  not  a  structure  for  which  the 
Purchasing  Department  makes  it  decision.  Director  Blumenfeld  said  the 
draft  provided  contains  the  first  five  pages  of  the  ordinance  and  that  the 
following  pages  will  be  reviewed  at  the  Precautionary  Principle  ad  hoc 
Committee  meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday,  August  14,  2002.  He  said 
the  goal  of  this  meeting  and  the  first  five  pages  was  to  have  a  context  in 
which  to  discuss  goals. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  suggested  reviewing  initial  goals  for  Purchasing  to  be  aware 
and  make  improvements  in  their  process  to  improve  the  general  health  of 
natural  systems  and  the  human  health  of  San  Francisco.  He  asked  if  short- 
term  goals  are  necessary  with  the  ordinance.  Mr.  Blumenfeld  replied  that 
only  indicators  would  be  left. 

•  Ms.  Brook  asked  about  the  indicators  and  if  a  community  based  process 
could  be  included  to  offer  suggestions  for  them.  Mr.  Blumenfeld  referred  her 
to  Section  4,  Part  C  in  the  document.  Ms.  Brook  stated  she  wanted  to 
develop  a  community  advisory  panel  in  addition  to  his  reference. 

•  Comm.  Shah  said  the  Commission  and  Department  are  very  creative 
regarding  the  increase  of  outreach. 

•  Ms.  Nudelman  said  there  are  clear  indications  in  the  text  that  the  community 
is  involved  in  various  aspects  of  the  ordinance. 

•  Mr.  Dong  stressed  prioritizing  goals  so  that  we  can  develop  indicators  and 
determine  in  which  areas  we  can  develop  them.  Mr.  Blumenfeld  wanted 
umbrellas  to  categorize  series. 

•  Comm.  Shah  said  the  IPM  ordinance  developed  tiers.  Ms.  Raphael  added 
that  the  tiers  relate  to  the  level  of  criteria  vs.  goal. 

•  Mr.  Blumenfeld  suggested  examining  the  top  300  purchases  and  to 
categorize  them  according  to  impact.  Ms.  Raphael  asked  for  the  definition  of 
impact.  Mr.  Blumenfeld  responded  to  look  at  broad  areas  of  criteria  that  will 
be  developed  and  work  up  from  those  to  determine  what  impacts  we  are 
trying  to  mitigate  through  those  criteria. 

•  John  Mundy  said  to  break  it  down,  establish  a  model  and  use  an  example, 
such  as  paper,  and  illustrate  what  criteria  would  be  established  and  what 
sorts  of  analysis  would  be  done.  After  the  example  offers  an  explanation,  it 
will  provide  a  base  to  build  on. 

•  Ms.  Pierce  suggested  examining  when  City  departments  decide  to  upgrade 
new  computers  and  purchase  new  ones  to  determine  its  logical  conclusion 
and  if  there's  a  broad  goal.  Ms.  Raphael  asked  if  the  broad  goal  is  to  reduce 
hazardous  waste. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  said  the  Question  &  Answer  document  mentions  degradation 
of  natural  systems  and  human  health.  He  supported  adopting  general  goal 
areas  in  environment  and  human  health  today  because  there  is  the  future  to 
change  language  and  work  on  upcoming  documents. 

•  Mr.  Baltz  supported  general  ideas  especially  since  community  input  is 
welcome  over  the  next  120  days.  He  said  when  indicators  are  developed  to 
stress  that  through  purchasing,  indicators  illustrate  a  drop  in  volume  of 
chemicals  not  purchased  versus  a  reduction  in  negative  human  health 
impacts. 

•  Mr.  Baltz  asked  about  collecting  data  in  a  generation  long  process.  Chair 
Evans  said  there  would  be  more  than  just  this  ordinance  in  place  if 
generations  were  taken  into  consideration. 


•  Ms.  Raphael  spoke  about  the  community  wellness  to  discuss  the  five  main 
components  of  the  Precautionary  Principle  and  rather  add  it  as  a  tenet  for 
the  ordinance. 

•  Comm.  Hayes  proposed  two  statements:  no  need  for  goal  statements  but  to 
protect  or  improve  natural  systems  and  protect  human  health  through 
purchasing  (reduce  negative  impacts).  Deputy  City  Attorney  Sandler  said 
this  might  not  provide  enough  for  the  legislators  and  is  a  political  question. 
She  said  people  might  now  know  what  it  means  and  that  more  information 
might  be  necessary. 

•  Ms.  Nudelman  suggested  the  modification  to  reduce  negative  impacts  on 
human  health  and  the  environment  through  purchasing  decisions. 

•  Chair  Evans  suggested  specificity  so  that  it  is  transparent.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Sandler  highlighted  the  need  for  initial  work  on  indicators. 

•  Director  Blumenfeld  highlighted  Item  7  in  the  document  because  it  is  broad 
but  can  be  achieved  through  purchasing.  He  wanted  to  return  with  a  lower 
number  of  items  because  it  is  neither  too  specific  nor  broad  and  can  be 
understood  and  agreed  with. 

•  Comm.  Shah  stressed  the  timeline  and  that  the  process  will  be  stuck  in  the 
'definition'  stage.  He  suggested  developing  a  preamble  to  determine  the 
important  aspects  that  the  community  will  want  to  address,  and  include  the 
position/status. 

•  Ms.  Nudelman  asked  about  Item  10  because  it  could  be  a  goal, 
consequence  or  a  finding.  She  is  very  supportive  of  this  because  it 
encourages  more  competition  in  introducing  new  products  and  is  not  stifling. 

•  Mr.  Blumenfeld  suggested  listing  a  more  specific  goal  and  explaining  how 
we're  going  to  get  there  through  City  purchasing  for  that  goal. 


Public  Comments  INFORMATION 

Davis  Baltz  asked  Deputy  City  Attorney  Sandler  if  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
could  delegate  certain  responsibility  and  the  collection  of  data.  Ms.  Sandler  said 
the  Board  will  set  the  goals  and  can  delegate  duties  to  measure  toward  that  goal. 
The  adoption  of  the  goals  should  be  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  level. 


6. 


Adjournment. 

The  meeting  adjourned  at  7:15  PM. 
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Notice  &  Agenda 
Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular  Meeting 
Rebecca  Evans,  Chair 
Thursday,  September  26,  2002 
City  Hall,  Room  421,  6:00  p.m. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roil  Call 

2.  Adoption  of  IVIinutes  of  August  1 3,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  ACTION 
Committee  Special  Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  August  13,  2002  Planning  &  ' 
Policy  Committee  Special  Meeting)** 

3.  Review  and  Adopt  Goals  to  be  incorporated  into  a  San  Francisco  ACTION 
Precautionary  Principle  Ordinance  being  developed  by  the 

Department  of  the  Environment 

(Explanatory  Document:  Precautionary  Principle  Goals)** 


4.  Future  Agenda  Topics  DISCUSSION 

Discussion  to  brainstorm  on  future  agenda  topics  for  the  Planning  and 
Policy  Committee. 

5.  Public  Comment  INFORMATION 

6.  Adjournment 


This  is  a  Special  Meeting  because  it  is  not  held  on  the  regular  meeting  day  or  at  the  regular  location. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the 
Commission's  webpage  http://www.sfgov.org/sfenvironment/aboutus/policy/cornmission.htm  ;  or, 
upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or 
via  e-mail  at  Kristal.alivas(S>,sfgov.ore;  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 
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When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use 

post-consumer  recycled  or  tree-free  paper. 

Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center. 
Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister,  #1 9  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #47 
Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  F-Market,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at 
Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142.  There  is 
accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and  adjacent  to  Davies 
Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas,  audio  tapes  of 
minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired 
to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by  calling  355-3709. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions 
in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
TASK  FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton 
B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854 
E-mail:  donna.hall@sfgov.org 


Precautionary  Principle:  potential  purchasing-related  goals 
September  18,  2002 

1 .  Reduce  occupational  health  hazards  for  City  staff  and  reduce  exposure  of  City 
residents  and  visitors  to  potentially  toxic  chemicals  by  purchasing  products  for  use  in 
City  operations  whose  ingredients  are  protective  of  human  health  and  are  not  linked  to 
such  chronic  diseases  as  asthma,  cancer,  neurological  and  reproductive  disorders. 

2.  Reduce  San  Francisco's  contribution  to  global  climate  change  by  purchasing 
products  that  lead  to  a  reduction  in  greenhouse  gas  emissions. 

3.  Improve  the  air  quality  for  San  Francisco  residents  and  visitors  by  purchasing 
vehicles  and  motorized  equipment  that  minimize  emissions  of  air  pollutants. 

4.  Protect  the  quality  of  ground  water  supplies  and  of  San  Francisco  surface  waters  by 
eliminating  the  use  of  chemicals  known  to  contaminate  local  water  resources  through 
toxicity,  bioaccumulation  or  persistence. 

5.  Presen/e  resources  locally  and  globally  by  purchasing  practices  that 

a.  Maximize  water  and  energy  efficiency  and  favor  renewable  energy  sources 

b.  Maximize  post  consumer  recycled  content  and  are  readily  recyclable  or 
compostable 

c.  Favor  long-term  use  through  product  durability,  repairability,  and  reuse 

d.  Favor  reductions  in  use  of  particular  commodities 


6.  Reduce  waste,  conserve  resources  improve  public  health  and  productivity  through 
the  purchase  of  green  building  materials  for  City  construction  projects. 

7.  Reduce  pollutants  and  solid  waste  during  city  construction  projects  by  maximizing 
the  reuse  and  recycled  content  of  all  construction  and  demolition  materials. 


Sample  Indicators: 


GoaM: 

♦  Implementation  of  EPS  recommendations  for  custodial  and  building  maintenance 
products. 

♦  Use  of  arsenic-free  wood 

♦  Purchase  of  low  VOC  paints,  maintenance  products 

♦  Compliance  with  IPM  Ordinance 
Goal  2: 

♦  Purchase  energy  efficient  lighting  and  HVAC  equipment  such  as  T8  fluorescent 
lamps  and  electronic  ballasts,  and  premium  efficiency  motors. 

♦  Purchase  alternative  fuel  vehicles  such  as  electric,  fuel  cell  and  hybrid,  and 
high  MPG  gasoline  vehicles. 

♦  Maximize  percentage  of  electricity  purchased  that  is  generated  from  renewable 
sources  (such  as  wind  and  solar). 

Goal  3: 

♦  Number  of  purchases  of  models  of  light-,  medium-,  and  heavy-duty  vehicles  and 
motorized  equipment  that  meet  state  and  federal  standards  for  the  lowest  emissions  of 
air  pollutants  or  operate  using  alternative  fuels  that  meet  state  and  federal  low 
emissions  standards  for  air  pollutants.  Track  compliance  of  City  department  with  the 
guidelines  set  forth  in  Chapter  85  and  Chapter  X,  Part  1 ,  of  City's  Administrative  Code. 

Goal  4: 

♦  Mercury  free  devices 

♦  Ban  use  of  certain  pesticides 

♦  Purchase  fuels  with  no  MTBE 

♦  Ban  on  use  of  pesticides  known  to  contaminate  ground  water  i.e.  chlopyralid 


Goal  5A: 

♦  Purchase  of  ultra-low  flush  model  toilets,  efficient  showerheads,  water  efficient 
landscape  plants 


♦  Purchase  of  T8  fluorescent  lamps  and  electric  ballasts,  LED  mode!  exit  signs. 

♦  Purchase  energy  efficient  lighting  and  HVAC  equipment  such  as  T8  fluorescent 
lamps  and  electronic  ballasts,  and  premium  efficiency  motors. 

♦  Maximize  percentage  of  electricity  purchased  that  is  generated  from  renewable 
sources  (such  as  wind  and  solar). 

♦  Installation  of  solar  panels  on  City  buildings. 
Goal  5B: 

♦  Purchase  of  recycled  content  office  supplies,  anti-freeze  

Goal  5C: 

♦  Purchase  of  rechargeable  batteries,  upgradeable  computers... 
Goal  5D: 

♦  Purchase  of  double-sided  copiers  and  printers 
Goal  6: 

♦  Purchase  of  certified  sustainability  harvested  wood  products. 

♦  PVC  and  arsenic  free  construction  materials 

♦  Specify  the  inclusion  of  the  highest  levels  of  recycled/reused  materials  in 
specifications  for  building  materials  on  city  projects.  Advocate  adoption  of  such 
specifications  as  an  industry  standard. 

Goal  7: 

♦  Maximize  recycled  content  of  construction  materials  such  as  aggregate  and  fill, 
asphalt  and  concrete  and  reuse  of  forms,  retaining  materials,  packing  and  delivery 
dunnage,  etc. 
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1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  Chair  Evans  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  6:04 
PM.  Commissioners  Evans,  Hayes  and  Shah  were  present. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  August  1 3,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  ACTION 
Special  Meeting. 

Upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Evans  and  seconded  by  Commissioner  Hayes  the 
minutes  were  unanimously  adopted  with  the  following  amendment:  changing  the 
language  to  read  'P3"  rather  than  'PR'  when  referring  to  the  Precautionary 
Principle  Program. 

3.  Review  and  Adopt  Goals  to  be  incorporated  into  a  San  Francisco  ACTION 
Precautionary  Principle  Ordinance  being  developed  by  the 

Department  of  the  Environment 

The  Committee  and  DOE  staff  engaged  in  discussion  on  the  five  (5)  purchasing 
goals,  objectives,  and  the  indicators  of  each  goal  of  P3.  There  were  two  changes 
that  will  read  as  follows:  1.  Goal  one  (1)  "...staff  as  well  as,"  and  2.  Goal  five  (5) 
"...practices  include,  but  not  limited  to:  a)  Maximizing... efficiency;"  ...b) 
favoring... sources;  c)  Maximizing... compost  able;  and  d)  Favoring...." 
Commissioner  Hayes  called  for  community  group  input. 
Public  Comment: 

Janet  Nudelman  commented  on  the  new  staff  version.  She  was  concerned  about 
how  visitors  and  residents  are  exposed  to  occupational  health  hazards. 
Commissioner  Hayes  suggested  changing  the  language  to  state, "...City  staff  as 
well  as  visitors  and  residents..." 


This  item  was  motioned  for  adoption  by  Commissioner  Hayes  and  seconded  by 
Commissioner  Shah  with  the  aforementioned  amendments,  and  approved 
unanimously. 


4.    Future  Agenda  Topics  DISCUSSION 

The  Committee  and  members  of  the  public  discussed  the  following  issues  as 
potential  agenda  topics  for  future  Planning  and  policy  Committee  meetings: 
•    Idling  buses  in  front  of  hotels  and  schools. 
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•  Water  resources  and  clean  water  issues. 

•  Water  conservation.  The  ordinance  to  replace  toilets  when  buildings 
are  sold  is  at  a  stalemate.  Perhaps  a  partnership  between  PUC  and 
DOE  would  be  helpful. 

•  Water  metering:  Director  Blumenfeld  noted  that  the  City  should 
demonstrate  its  efforts  first. 

•  Publicizing  hazardous  waste  pick-up. 

•  Lurilla  Harris  spoke  about  fluoride  in  water  and  waste  in  the  water. 
She  stated  that  there  is  a  water  crisis.  She  submitted  seven  articles 
on  the  subject. 

•  It  was  asked  why  some  neighborhoods  have  better  recycling  programs 
than  others?  Director  Blumenfeld  gave  a  brief  overview  of  the 
Fantastic  3  Program.  Presently,  approximately  50%  of  the  City  has  all 
three  bins,  but  the  program  is  going  to  be  implemented  Citywide. 

•  Lurillia  Harris  asked  if  that  all  plastics  could  be  thrown  into  the  recycle 
bins.  Director  Blumenfeld  clarified  that  only  plastic  bottles  can  are 
accepted  in  San  Francisco's  Recycling  Program. 

•  Heavy  metals  in  fertilizers. 

•  Commissioner  Shah  inquired  about  the  City's  progress  in  its  effort  to 
achieve  zero  waste.  Director  Blumenfeld  reported  that  the  City  would 
be  at  50%  shortly. 

•  New  Plumbing  Building  Code 

•  Electronic  records  system  vs.  hard  copy  files  that  use  paper. 

•  Hazardous  waste  in  the  Hunters  Point  Shipyard. 

•  Proposition  A:  Proposition  A:  The  Director  suggested  the  Hetch  Hetchy 
bonds,  because  there  is  a  flyer  being  distributed  that  grossly  misrepresents 
the  Department's  views. 

5.  Public  Comment  INFORMATION! 

Public  comment  was  entertained  throughout  the  agenda.  No  other  comments 
were  made. 

6.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  adjourned  at  6:47  PM. 

Respectfully  Submitted, 


Emily  Rogers,  Commission  Secretary 
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The  Thursday,  October  24,  2002Meeting  of  the 
^Planning  and  Policy  Committee  of  the 
Commission  on  the  Environment 


IS  CANCELLED. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 
is  tentatively  scheduled  for 

Thursday,  December  5,  2002 
6:00  PM 
In  Room  421  of  City  Hall. 
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1.   Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


Adoption  of  Minutes  of  September  26,  2002  Planning  & 
Policy  Committee  Regular  Meeting  (Explanatory 
Document:  Minutes  of  September  26,  2002  Planning  & 
Policy  Committee  Regular  Meeting)* 

Presentation  by  Water  Transit  Authority 

Update  on  the  feasibility  of  alternative  fiiel  ferries  as  a  way 
to  reduce  diesel  emissions. 


ACTION 


PRESENTATION 


4.   Public  Comment 


INFORMATION 


5.  Adjournment 


*  Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Commission's  office,  1 1  Grove 

Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the 
Commission's  webpage  http://www.sfgov.org/sfenvirormient/aboutus/poIicy/commission.htm;  or, 
upon  request  to  the  Commission  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or 
via  e-mail  at  emilY.rogers@sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to 

use  post-consumer  recycled  or  tree-free  paper. 

Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the  public. 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  {41 5)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  Environment@ci.sf.ca.us 


Accessibility  of  Meeting  Location 

The  meeting  room  is  accessible  by  wheelchair.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center. 
Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are  the  #5  Fulton/McAllister,  #19  Polk,  #21  Hayes,  #47 
Van  Ness,  #49  Van  Ness/Mission,  #71  Haight/Noriega,  F-Market,  and  the  MUNI  Metro  stations  at 
Civic  Center.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services,  please  call  923-6142.  There  is 
accessible  parking  in  the  vicinity  of  City  Hall,  underneath  Civic  Center  Plaza,  and  adjacent  to  Davies 
Symphony  Hall  and  the  Veterans  War  Memorial  complex.  Large  print  agendas,  audiotapes  of 
minutes,  sound-enhancement  equipment,  and  other  services  to  aid  the  visually  and  hearing-impaired 
to  attend  the  meeting  are  available  by  calling  355-3709. 

Statement  of  Nondiscrimination 

The  Commission  on  the  Environment  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  disability,  race,  color, 
creed,  ethnic  origin,  gender,  or  sexual  orientation  in  employment  or  in  the  admission  and  access  to  its 
programs  or  activities. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the 
public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City 
operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A  VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE.  Donna  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-7854  E-mail: 
donna.hall@sfgov.org 
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1. 


Call  to  Order  and  RoU  Call 

•  The  meeting  was  held  in  City  Hall  Room  408. 

•  Commissioner  Evans  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  6:05  p.m. 

•  Commissioners  Evans,  Hayes,  and  Shah  were  present. 


2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  September  26,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular  Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Minutes  of  September  26,  2002  Planning  &  Policy  Committee  Regular 
Meeting)* 

•    Upon  motion  by  Commissioner  Hayes  and  second  by  Commissioner  Evans  the  minutes  were 
adopted. 

3.  Presentation  by  San  Francisco  Water  Transit  Authority  (WTA) 

Update  on  the  feasibility  of  alternative  fiiel  ferries  as  a  way  to  reduce  diesel  emissions. 
Heidi  Machen,  Public  Affairs  Officer  Mary  Frances  Culnane,  Manager,  Marine  Engineering 


•     In  accordance  with  COE  Resolution  No.  013-00-COE  (Clean  Ferry  Resolution)  Ms.  Machen  and  Ms. 
Culnane  offered  a  progress  report  on  the  their  feasibility  study  of  alternative  fuel  ferries  as  a  way  to 
reduce  diesel  emissions  in  the  waterways.  Specifically,  they  addressed  environmental  work 
accomplished,  results  of  on  board  emission  testing,  results  of  alternative  fuels  comparisons,  and 
goals  and  objects  for  how  the  WTA  intends  to  make  the  new  fleet  of  ferries  ten  times  cleaner  than 
the  existing  fleet  by  setting  standards  85%  lower  than  the  EPA's  2007  regulations  that  will 
eventually  lead  to  the  zero-emission  fuel  cell  future.  They  also  presented  plans  for  ferry  service 
expansion  projected  for  the  year  2025.  They  will  present  their  findings  to  the  Legislature  December 
12,  2002.  The  Environmental  Impact  Report  will  be  completed  in  Spring  2003. 


4.  Public  Comment 

•    Commissioner  Hayes  presented  a  draft  resolution  regarding  the  reduction  of  oil  use  via  hydrogen 
energy  systems.  This  item  will  be  presented  at  the  Full  Commission  meeting  in  January  for  action. 

5.  Adjournment 


The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7: 1 5  p.m. 


Submitted  respectfully  by  Emily  Rogers,  Commission  Secretary 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
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